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Powell: asking 
the wrong question 


Prime Minister Blair got himself into a whole 
lot of hot water with his party’s left wing and 
with journalists of the Observer type when he 
said of the recently departed Enoch Powell 
that he was: ‘‘one of the great figures of 20th 
century British politics.’’ Blair was of course 
engaging in a quite cynical exercise in political 
opportunism; though himselfa dedicated ‘anti- 
racist’, he was well aware of Powell’s enormous 
popularity with the British voters. Just as with 
the death of Diana, Princess of Wales, last 
Summer, he was quick to exploit the occasion 
to curry favour with the deceased’s admiring 
public. 

Have Powell’s predictions about coming 
race war, made in his famous (or infamous, 
according to your view) ‘rivers-of-blood’ 
speech in Birmingham in 1968, provedright or 
wrong? The conventional verdict of liberal 
journalists, quite predictably, is that they were 
wrong. Liberals have a deep compulsion to 
make the world of facts correspond to that of 
their dreams and ideals. But was Powell wrong? 
Britain witnessed a series of ferocious inner- 
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city riots in the early 1980s, at one time 
occurring in more than forty areas almost 
simultaneously. Later (in 1995) disturbances 
in Bradford and then London’s Brixton 
maintained the pattern. Only last month, there 
was something near to civil war in London’s 
East End following a vicious attack on a white 
youngster by a gang of Asians, with special 
meetings of local Whites demanding a firmer 
police response to such outrages. 

And in our postbag constantly over the past 
couple of decades there have been local press 
cuttings sent by readers from all over Britain 
containing reports of street disorders between 
native Whites and members of ethnic minority 
groups, sometimes black, sometimes Asian. It 
has been noticeable that the national news 
media have usually been at pains to give these 
incidents the silent treatment. 

But when we ask whether the ‘rivers-of- 
blood’ predictions made by Enoch Powell 
have been fulfilled, are we really asking the 
most important question? Racial conflict is 
certainly something that Britain can do without, 
but is the liberals’ prescribed alternative — 
harmonious racial integration — any better, if 
not indeed much worse? 

That non-white immigration will lead to 
racial conflict in Britain has always been a 
secondary, albeit not unimportant, reason for 
this magazine opposing that development. 
Much more fundamental is our contention that 
a multi-racial society is harmful — indeed 
potentially destructive — to the host 
population. 

It has always been a myth that the indigenous 
British people are racially mixed; this ‘mixture’ 
never involved more thana blending of closely 
related European stocks: Celtic, Saxon, Norse 
and Norman, later supplemented by migrations 
by Flemish weavers, French Huguenots and 
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Comment 


any of his posthumous detractors 


other easily assimilable neighbouring ethnic 
groups. In fact, before the large Third World 
arrivals in the 1950s we were among the most 
homogeneous of the world’s larger nations — 
exceeded in that respect perhaps only by the 
Japanese. . 

We believe that this racial homogeneity, 
based as it was on a blending of originally 
high-grade peoples of much the same type, 
was the foundation-stone of Britain’s greatness: 
of its civilised values, its advanced culture, its 
extraordinary inventiveness, its courage in 
war and its state-building and empire-building 
attributes. It is anyway, for better or for worse, 
the thing that has given us our national identity. 
If we want to have a future as a people, we 
would be insane to sacrifice it. 

Massed non-white immigration, followed 
by racial integration, will bring about a 
permanent population change in Britain, which 
we believe will destroy our identity and our 
nationhood — if the process is not very soon 
stopped and put into reverse. That — and that 
above all — is the main reason why we should 
oppose it. 

Enoch Powell said virtually nothing about 
this danger — though in all probability he was 
well aware of it. His defenders in politics and 
in the media claim that he was never a ‘racist’. 
That is not necessarily to his credit, though we 
should be grateful that in his lifetime he was 
prepared to say more — much more — about 
the perils inherent in the open-door immigration 
policy than any other leading politician. 

Powell’s detractors (and what a beanfeast 
they’ve been having over the past three weeks! ) 
claim that, if not a ‘racist’ himself, he made 
‘racism’ respectable. Well, if so that was not 
necessarily to his discredit. As long as ‘racism’ 
means only love of one’s own race and the 
determination to preserve it, and does not 


‘extend to hatred of other races, it is something 


of which no-one should be ashamed. In fact, it 
is high time that the British people understood 
that the desire to preserve one’s own race is a 
perfectly respectable sentiment, and indeed 
one which seemed quite normal to the vast 
majority of their ancestors. Only in the unreal 
climate of today — foisted upon us by the 
totaliatarian reign of the ‘politically correct’ 
— has it become otherwise. 


Australian republicanism 
in perspective 

It now seems highly probable that in the year 
2001 Australians will vote in a majority for 
their country to become a republic. If this 
happens, it is not just probable but utterly 
certain that the British media will herald such 
a development as the final and irreversible act 
of severance of Australia’s historical ties with 
Britain. 

But the media would of course be wrong — 
as they usually are. 

The greatest of errors that we can commit in 
assessing the political developments of the 
past half-century is to imagine them to be 
spontaneous, grass-roots movements reflecting 
the popular will. In fact, the vast majority of 
such developments have been engineered by 
the modern globalist élite in keeping with a 
deliberate strategy to destroy the world’s 
nation-states, in particular any national power 
blocs potentially strong enough to resist the 
drive towards the ‘New World Order’. In 
bringing about these developments, this é/ite 
has made unscrupulous use of the world’s 
mass media, most of which it has brought 
firmly under its control. 

Among the changes promoted by the globalist 
élite in the post-1945 period has been: the 
abandonment by Britain of her Empire, and 
later her White Commonwealth, and her 
railroading into European Union; the parallel 
abandonment of the White-Australia policy 
and its substitution by a policy of large-scale 
non-white immigration and multi-racialism; 
not least, a massive propaganda assault by the 
globalist media on the institution of monarchy, 
in Britain, Australia and elsewhere. 

Sadly, the personal behaviour of certain 
Royal Family members has provided additional 
fuel to this assault on monarchy, and thus 
given the alternative republican idea an 
undeserved popularity. 

A combination of these factors has made for 
a strong consensus in Australia for the ditching 
of the Queen, but that consensus would almost 
certainly not exist in anything like its present 
force were it not for the fact that most of the 
mass media in that country, with the Murdoch 
empire in the lead, have supported the campaign 
for a republic. 

But there is another, deeper, weakness in the 
old Imperial and Commonwealth relationship 
without which we would have no reason to fear 
Australia’s abandonment of her traditional 
pro-British links. 


On o the 


These links, as between Anglo-Saxon-Celtic 
communities elsewhere in the world, should 
never in the first place have depended so 
heavily on the institution of monarchy — an 
institution which other peoples have been able 
to do without while still retaining their basic 
one-ness. The Chinese, for instance, wherever 
in the world they settle remain Chinese. Italians 
remain Italian. Lithuanians remain Lithuanian. 
Above all, Jews remain Jews. To these peoples, 
racial solidarity is the cement which binds 
them together. Mere institutions, political or 
otherwise, are — or at least should be — 
nothing more than symbols of that racial 
solidarity. Institutions can come and go. The 
race, the tribe, the people remains. 

What is much more important than 
Australia’s present disposition to go republican 
is the fact that still some three quarters of the 
people in that country are of British stock. 
Indeed, had that fact been recognised as the 
pre-eminent and binding one in Anglo- 
Australian relations, and had British policy 
over the past half-century reflected this, the 
republican issue in Australia would probably 
never have arisen. 

As far as the future is concerned, what may 
be done can always be undone. Spain existed 
for several decades as a republic before 
reverting back to being a monarchy. What was 
importants that during all this time itremained 
Spanish. Institutions are the product ofa nation, 
a people — not the other way round. 


Blood in the Clyde 


When is a machete a machete, and when is 
it merely a ‘heavy-bladed knife’? Looking at 
the local press coverage of the two most 
vicious racial attacks in recent weeks, it seems 
that the answer depends on the colour of the 
person who is attacked with the weapon. 

On January 22nd, 14-year-old white lad 
Paul Sammut was walking home with two 13- 
year-old white girls along Westferry Road on 
the Isle of Dogs, East London. They were 
chased and caught by one of the gangs of 
young Bangladeshi youths which have been 
waging a low-intensity ethnic cleansing 
campaign against white and, to a lesser extent, 
black residents of the area. 

After one of the girls had a broken bottle 
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held against her throat, Paul was brutally 
attacked by the armed gang of 20 Asians. So 
great was local outrage at the attack, and the 
anti-white reaction of the police in its aftermath, 
that the local East London Advertiser has 
given the incident some publicity. This is 
reproduced on page 19 of this Spearhead. 
Readers will notice, however, that the main 
weapon used in the attack — which left Paul 
Sammut unconscious in a pool of blood with a 
severed finger and serious head injuries — is 
described only as a ‘heavy-bladed knife’. 

Then, on Friday, the 13th February, a 15- 
year-old Asian, Imran Khan, was chased by a 
gang of four white youths in Shawlands, 
Glasogw. This is an area of the city which has 
seen rising racial tension for several years, 
dating back to 1992, when a mob of young 
Asian men attacked white pupils at a local 
school, using hockey sticks and knives against 
pupils as young as 12, putting four in hospital. 

In the latest of a string of tit-for-tat racial 
attacks, young Imran Khan was caught and, 
according to an hysterical front page report in 
the Scottish Sunday Mail: “...butchered by a 
gang of white teenagers wielding machetes 
and knives.” 

In fact, on reading the whole report, it 
becomes clear that the lad was in fact stabbed 
and cut five times, and, after being taken to 
hospital, was expected to make a complete 
recovery. Several days later, however, he 
contracted the infection from which he died. 

Now, any such attack is brutal, cowardly, 
and wrong. But also wrong is the hypocrisy 
whereby two very similar incidents are reported 
so differently. 

It’s time for these people to face facts — 
three in particular: (i) a machete is a machete 
whomever it is used to hit; (ii) a murderous 
attack ona 14-year-old white boy by 20 Asians 
in London deserves as much coverage as the 
murder of a 15-year-old Asian youth by four 
Scots in Glasgow, and (iii) the multi-racial 
experiment has failed utterly. 

The Sunday Mail in particular is in a bad 
state of what is known in trendy psycho- 
babble as ‘denial’. Faced with the most terrible 
evidence of the breakdown ofthe multi-cultural 
society, the paper refuses to acknowledge that 
the only action which can restore peace to our 
Cities is a massive effort to reverse the tide of 
immigration. Instead, its report of 22nd 
February took refuge in a scurrilous and utterly 
groundless attempt to blame the murder of 
Imran Khan on the BNP, simply because the 
party had stood in the area in the general 
election, and had warned that multi-racialism 
is a foolish and destructive policy which can 
only end in bloodshed. 

The tendency to blame the bringer of bad 
news is a well-known facet of human nature, 
but perhaps in the case of the Scottish Sunday 
Mail, such a policy is also connected with the 
fact that it is part of the propaganda empire 
created — allegedly with money from the 
Mossad — by the late and unlamented Robert 
Maxwell. 
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IAN 
BUCKLEY 
on the 
stupidity 
of fighting 
other 
peoples’ 
wars 


IN THE PAST ten years or so,’ the 
‘heritage business’ has become both 
fashionable and profitable. In the post- 
industrial ‘Theme Park Britain’ we now 
exhibit to the world spectacles such as 
the preserved coal mine in South Wales 
which employs redundant pitmen as 
tour guides to a ‘mining experience’. 
Something of the same sort has now 
come to the largely silent and deserted 
docks of Birkenhead, in the form ofa 
small collection of historic warships. 
The prize exhibit here is U-537, the 
last Cerman submarine to be sunk during 
World War Il, on 5th Nay 1945. Reading 
the informative little guide about this 
boat was a shock to me, as it gave the 
exact figures for casualties during the 
Battle of the Atlantic. 30,246 men 
were killed in the U-boats, while 30,248 
perished during wartime service with. 
the British Merchant Marine. The sailors 
from the Merchant Navy, who were 
of course all civilians, suffered such 
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casualties in exchange for pay of just 
£9 a month, plus danger money of 2s 
6d (12.5 p) a day. 

Essentially, the flower of youth on 
both sides was destroyed in order that 
the hold of the internationalists could 
be tightened. A good proportion of 
those British merchant seamen lost in 
the Battle of the Atlantic would have 
come from the same crowded little 
streets of Birkenhead and Liverpool 
now spread out before me. Did they 
perish merely so that their grandchildren 
could rot on the dole, in streets blighted 
by crime and drug-addiction? What 
indeed would they think of a Britain 
that no longer even has a proper 
merchant fleet left? The ghosts of all 
our betrayed generations cry for 
retribution. 

And one can forecast that conditions 
in Birkenhead will worsen, given the 
hints dropped by the town’s MP, Frank 
Field, in the Keith Joseph Memorial 


Lecture. | suggest that if Frank Field 
wants to see Keith Joseph’s real: 
memorial, he should take a long hard 
look round his own constituency — 
that’s if you can spare the time from 
all your meetings with oddball 
Chilean economists, Frank! The 
dimmish-looking Field is presumably 
some sort of nominee — | am irresistibly 
reminded of what our American friends 
say: “The lights are on, but there ain’t 
no-one at home.” 

| once saw a documentary on the 
Vietnam conflict. The interviewer spoke 
to some decent, stolid parents from the 
mid-West who told him they were sorry 
to have lost their boy in the war, but 
were glad that he had died for his 
country stemming the tide of 
‘communism’. They must have known 
that this was nonsense, but they had to 
cling to their comforting illusion. For in 
‘communist’ Vietnam today the U.S. 
trade delegations come thick and fast, 


with the eager Vietnamese peasants 
lining up ten deep outside the 
promotional tents for a beaker of Coke 
and acomplimentary McBurger. 

Back home, the steel skeletons of 
industrial plants stand mockingly on 
the shores of Lake Michigan and Lake 
Erie as the smokestacks rise in Vietnam. 
The veterans of the pointless Vietnam 
conflict came home to poverty and 
destitution. Many more were abandoned 
to captivity, their existence denied by 
their own Government, which wrote 
them off as ‘M.I.A.s’ — Missing In 
Action. 

Meanwhile one of the main 
promoters of the war, Henry Kissinger, 
a man responsible for thousands upon 
thousands of deaths, has outlasted half 
a dozen presidents. Kissinger, who 
managed to sail through the Watergate 
scandal as if he were coated in Teflon, 
has now reinvented himself as a senior 
statesman. 

When the United Jewish Appeal 
wanted to bestow its “Humanitarian of 
the Year” award upon Rupert Murdoch, 
they picked Henry Kissinger as the 
guest of honour to make the award. An 
audience of 900, mainly drawn from 
the film industry, paid $1,000 a head 
to witness the back-slapping orgy of 
our pair of ‘humanitarians’ in the 
ballroom of the Waldorf Astoria, New 
York. 

But still the lunacy goes on, and there 
are still many of our young men who 
haven't learnt the lessons of history. 
The pre-programmed path to oblivion is 
followed by many who should know 
better. During arecent news broadcast 
from HMS Invincible in the Persian Gulf, 
an officer commented to the camera: 
“We get sackful after sackful of mail 
from worried relatives, but of course 
we've got to be here.” 


What ‘British interest’? 


Really? What possible British 
interest could be served by swanning 
around off the coast of Iraq preparing to 
incinerate Arabs? It’s not as if the 
Empire were still intact — the 
dismemberment of which, ironically 
enough, was chiefly engineered by our 
American ally. 

Wars do not arise by accident, and 
‘noble causes’ are invariably just the 
top dressing for baser motives. Most 
wars are economic wars, an inevitable 
consequence of a liberal internationalist 


IN A SPEECH at the London Guildhall 
at the end of last year, Tony Blair 
claimed that Iraq is a serious threat to 
Britain. Now, I know that many 
government departments have been 
subjected to cutbacks — a third of the 
Treasury Building has been sold off to 
property tycoon Elliot Bernerd, for 
example — but surely there must be at 
least one old atlas left in Downing 
Street or the foreign Office? What 
possible threat could Iraq pose to 
Britain? Why, indeed, would Iraq want 
to atack Britain? Why would Saddam 
want all our GATT-gutted, abandoned 
factories? 

The war propagandists of the controlled 
media have, of course, been in overdrive 
on thisissue for months. They allege that 
Iraqi agents are poised to release suitcases 
of anthrax spores in Tel Aviv, Paris and 

- London. But does anyone really believe 
these ludicrous, juvenile fantasies? 
A programme on the pro-Zionist BBC 


system. The script is set and only the 
participants vary. The hired liars of the 
media manufacture ‘atrocities’ to get 
the masses moving in the desired 
direction. Remember how at the start 
of the 1991 Gulf war, a young woman 
appeared on TV, tearfully describing 
how she had witnessed invading Iraqi 
troops removing premature babies from 
the incubators at a Kuwait City hospital? 
This woman was subsequently revealed 
to be the expatriate daughter of the 
Kuwaiti ambassador to the US, who 
had been thousands of miles away 
when the invasion took place! 

The First World War robbed this 
country of the genetic inheritance of 
many thousand years, both by battle 
and the subsequent influenza epidemic. 
The rate of slaughter was particularly 
steep among the young officer class, 
and part of Britain’s subsequent decline 
must be traced back to this disaster, 
particularly as the damage was 
compounded by the heavy losses of 
similar young men in the Royal Air 
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recently commented that: “Strange as it 
may seem to us, the Iraqis regard 
themselves as the aggrieved party.” 

In fact, the Iraqis have taken a very 
moderate attitude. After all, the 
bombardments and sanctions of the New 
World Order have claimed the lives of © 
one million of their people. As earlier at 
Dreseden and Hamburg, most of the 
victims have been children, women and 
the elderly. 

By sending British jets to kill more 
Iraqi children in their own country, 
Tony Blair does indeed run the risk 
that a desperate Saddam Hussein will | 
look for ways to hit back against Britain. 
But, apart from that self-inflicted 
danger, Iraqis no threat to this country. 
That position is monopolised by the 
internationalist overlords who yet again 
seek to use our pilots to do their dirty 
work. At least it makes a change from 
their usual activities de-industrialising 
the nations of the West. 


Force a generation later. 

There is only one fight worth having, 
and that is the fight against those who 
seek to destroy every culture, nation 
and race on earth, in order to create a 
global slave plantation. It is both our 
destiny and duty to end the trend 
towards a world conceived as a sweat- 
shop morass. To _ paraphrase 
G.K.Chesterton, we are the folk of 
Britain, who have not spoken yet. But 
we shall soon. 


if 


British Challenger tank on the way to 
make Bosnia safe for Islam. Once again, 
British blood was spilt in a war that had 
nothing to do with us 
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UNITY — NOW! 


Will there emerge in Britain a great 


nationalist mass movement to exploit the 
political opportunities of the 21st century? 


This depends, says JOHN TYNDALL, on ; 
whether petty divisions and rivalries are 


N t 


discarded and we go forward as one single party 


THE FAR-LEFT muck-rag Searchlightisa 
publication that is usually tossed into the 
wastepaper bin the moment that a copy of 
it (always unsolicited) arrives in my mail. 
As arule, it contains far more fiction than 
fact. Nationalists need to know always that 
it is written as much for their consumption 
as for that of their opponents: its editor is in 
business, among other things, to confuse, 
misinform, demoralise, disorient and divide 
our own people. His ravings are a 
combination of incitement ofhis supporters 
to ever greater paroxysms of hatred and 
violence against British patriots — and 
psycho-logical warfare against those 
patriots themselves. In the latter regard, 
they have had diminishing effectiveness in 
recent years as our folk have become wise 
to the nature of the game. Searchlight is now 
read in our ranks primarily for entertainment 
value where it is read at all. 

My attention was caught by the January 
1998 issue, however, because it contained an 
item for which there was a basis of truth. This 
referred to ‘merger talks’ between the British 
National Party and the National Front. 


No secret 


To add a touch of drama to the item, and to 
bestow upon Searchlight’s editor an ill- 
deserved reputation for heading a ’master spy’ 
network, it was claimed that these merger 
talks were ‘secret’. They were never that, 
though at the same time they were not 
announced with any loud fanfare. Some 
correspondence on the matter had taken place 
between the leader of the NF John McAuley 
and myself. I had discussed it with a few of my 
colleagues and he, very probably, had done so 
with some of his. It would be very surprising, 
given the nationalist ‘grapevine’ and given 
that we had never in the first place imposed 
any particularly ‘hush-hush’ ruling over these 
negotiations, if they had not leaked out 
somewhere. . 

~ It is.clear from Searchlight’s reporting of 
the details of these negotiations, however, that 
its picture of what has actually been discussed 
is mainly wild guesswork, as its article is 
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riddled with inaccuracies. None of this, 
however, really matters. I mention it only as an 
introduction to something much more 
important. 

For several years, the nationalist movement 
in Britain has been weakened by being split 
intoanumber of factions, most ofthem pursuing 
policies almost identical to each other but each 
ploughing its own furrow under its own leaders, 
its own constitution and its own modus 
operandi. This disunity was rooted in a highly 
damaging internal schism that occurred at the 
beginning of the 1980s. The factors involved 
in that schism were extensively reviewed in 
this magazine at the time, but they are not 
really of much relevance now and I certainly 
do not propose to devote any space to them. 

What I can say of that period, however, was 
that it was our own faction, originally known 
as the New National Front and later renamed 
the British National Party, that made by far the 
moststrenuous efforts to overcome this division 
and bring the warring parties together. If this 
be doubted, I can provide abundant 
documentary evidence of our endeavours. 
These endeavours, however, were frustrated 
because none of the other grouplets were 
interested in mending any fences. 

In the wake of this failure we decided that 
there was only one course left open to us: to 
make ourselves clearly the strongest and most 
successful faction and thereby to draw the 
others to us by natural gravitational force, 
recruiting their members piecemeal and thus 
reducing their capacity to exist as parties of 
anything more than nuisance value. 


BNP emerges the strongest 


By the beginning of the 1990s, we had 
largely achieved this aim. The BNP had become 
by far the largest, strongest and politically 
most effective nationalist organisation in 
Britain, while the others had either stagnated, 
atrophied or gone into oblivion. 

The process was continued a stage further 
when in September 1993 the BNP became the 
first nationalist party for nearly two decades to 
win a seat in local government. Then in May 
1997 it affirmed yet further still its position as 


the pre-eminent force for nationalism in Britain 
by contesting 55 seats in the general election 
of that month, all except two of which were 
fought with full literature back-up, and 
qualifying for TV and radio broadcasting time. 

As an indication of the gaping chasm that by 
now had opened up between the BNP and its 
rivals onthe nationalist scene, the next strongest 
nationalist party, the National Democrats, 
contested 21 seats, while the remaining rump 
of the National Front managed to fight a mere 
six seats. The National Democrats achieved a 
freak result in West Bromwich West by 
standing a candidate, unopposed by the Tories 
or Lib-Dems, against the Speaker. This result 
apart, its average vote was poorer than that of 
the NF: 246 as against 452. The BNP easily 
outsripped both by getting an average of 632 
votes and retaining three deposits. 


Getting the message 

If any proof were still needed of which 
nationalist party, if any, was in with a chance 
of eventual victory in British politics, these 
results should have provided it. Some of the 
members of the other groups got the message 
and crossed over tous. Their leaders, however, 
did not, but remained the little kings of their 
own minuscule castles, having seemingly 
learned nothing. 

There then came the by-election at Uxbridge 
in July of last year. Because these smaller 
parties would not stand aside and leave the 
field clear for the nationalist candidate with 
the best chance of polling well, we were 
treated to the absurd spectacle of three 
nationalists standing against each other as 
well as against the Con-Lib-Lab coalition. 
None obtained a satisfying result: the BNP 
scored 205 votes (0.64 per cent), the National 
Democrats won 157 votes (0.49 per cent) and 
the National Front 100 votes (0.35 per cent). 
Even without this splitting of the vote, 
nationalists would not have fared well, but the 
splitting made the result far, far worse than it 
should and would have been. 

Reporting on the result in its September 
issue, Spearhead said that it was ‘‘time to end 
this pointless splitting.’’ The report ended 


with an appeal to the members of the other 
groups to urge their leaders towards unification 
and, if this failed, to vote for it with their feet 
and come over to the BNP. A number did, but 
the leaders remained immovable —at least for 
the time being. 

It was against this background that some 
discussions and correspondence on the subject 
of unification began in the later part of last 
year. These discussions and correspondence 
were entirely between the BNP and the 
National Front. An attempt had been made to 
contact the head of the National Democrats, 
Ian Anderson, but he refused even to talk to a 
BNP delegation which went to see him. _ 

Some ofmy colleagues, in talking to National 
Front people, managed to extract from them 
an admission that the present state of division 
and rivalry between our two parties was 
undesirable and unfortunate. Even here, 
however, there seemed to be a woeful inability 
to grasp the big picture and realise that the 
only ultimate commonsense policy was for the 
two parties to join together as one — hence 
ruling out any possibility of electoral vote- 
splitting. 

Eventually, one of my colleagues advised 
me that the only way in which these negotiations 
might proceed further for me to write personally 
to NF leader John McAuley myself. This I 
willingly did, and an exchange of corr- 
espondence between us — sometimes 
conducted on his side through an intermediary 
— began. In this correspondence my proposal 
was very simply that our two parties appoint 
delegations which would meet each other and 
discuss our differences and how they might be 
overcome. I didnotmake any proposals beyond 
that — it seemed to me preferable that we 
should first get around a table together and 
establish an atmosphere of friendliness and 
trust before either party displayed its cards. 
Premature demands made before even this 
agreement to meet had been reached might 
prejudice the meeting even getting off the 
ground. 


Merger repudiated 


Mr. McAuley, however, stated in a 
conversation with one of my colleagues, Tony 
Lecomber, that he wanted the agenda for such 
a meeting to be laid down in advance and that, 
he ruled out discussion of a merger between 
our two groups being on any such agenda. I 
replied to this by saying that we believed there 
should be no prior stipulations as to the agenda, 
and I felt there was no alternative but to say 
that we would most certainly want to raise the 
question of a merger at the meeting. In my 
letter, which was sent to Mr. McAuley’s 
intermediary to be passed on to him, I said:- 


‘*T have to say that we can see absolutely 
no sense in our two parties, between 
which there is scarcely any difference in 
ideology or policy save in the minutest 
detail, continuing to operate separately 
and, in consequence, in inevitable rivalry 
—arivalry which duplicates and therefore 


wastes valuable resources, confuses our 
potential recruits among the general public 
and — given the respective strengths and 
political achievements of our two parties 
— can only ultimately have one ending: 
years of futile effort in pursuit ofadoomed 
venture by people in the NF, many of 
whom like yourself are good nationalists 
and who could otherwise contribute 
greatly and with honour and distinction to 
the success of a larger movement.’’ 


Later in the same letter I went on to deal with 
the proposition that the BNP and NF could, 
while remaining separate, agree on mutual co- 
operation in certain fields. Speaking of the two 
parties competing electorally and jostling with 
one another at the same prospective recruitment 
pool, I said:- 

“*This absurdity puts us in a position in 
which, inevitably, the BNP is forced to 
take the view that ‘those who are not with 
us are against us.’ Rival nationalist groups 
who syphon off support from us are, in 
reality, in a state of even greater de facto 
hostility towards us than are our 
ideological opponents of the left. This is 
what makes ‘co-operation’ schemes which 
stop short of full unification non-starters, 
since there is no sense in co-operating 
with a group whose existence is harmful 
to your own — a fact which is equally 
valid whether you are in the BNP or the 
NF. 99 


No name change, says NF 

Some time elapsed before we heard from 
the NF again, and we began to assume that its 
leaders had rejected our position as stated in 
my letter and that negotiations had broken 
down. It was therefore with some surprise that 
I received a letter from Mr. McAuley’s 
colleague indicating that a meeting had not 
been ruled out. A while later, I heard from Mr. 
McAuley himself. Now his position wasa little 
different to that stated previously. Discussion 
of a merger might be put on the agenda of a 
meeting but only on condition that the newly 
unified party must retain the name ‘National 
Front’. 
_ It was difficult to suppress a smile. Here we 
were dealing with an organisation whose 
strength was, at best, about one eighth of our 
own, and whose electoral achievements had 


not come within miles of ours, laying down the 


law to us about the retention of its name in any 
merger between us to which it might agree. 
Perhaps in fairness to Mr. McAuley, I ought to 
give his reasons for this insistence on the NF 
name as he explained them to me:- 


‘*In the light of our successful efforts in 
securing the name of the National Front, 
and given the fact that our party is known 
throughout the United Kingdom, we feel 
1t would be somewhat foolish to surrender 
the name of the National Front. Such a 
surrender we believe would harm our 
credibility and the damage to our 
members’ morale could be incalulable. 
Therefore, we would only be prepared to 
discuss a merger of the National Front 
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and your organisation if the resulting party 
were to be known as the National Front.”’ 


In my reply to Mr. McAuley I pointed out 
him that the successful efforts in securing the 
name of the National Front, to which he 
referred, had in fact been made by those in 
charge of the party between 1972 and 1980, 
including myself, who had led that party for 
most of that period. But that time was now 
past. Things had moved on, and it was now a 
question of which party had the name that was 
currently the best established. I went on to 
say:- 

‘“Now, as we enter 1998, I would claim 
that our own name is rather better known 
than that of the NF. It was well and truly 
put on the map by the winning of a council 
seat in Millwall in 1993. Though that 
victory was short-lived, the name has been 
kept in the news pretty regularly since and 
was brought back into the public 
consciousness with added force when we 
succeeded in contesting 55 séats at the 
general election last May and obtaining 
broadcasting time. By contrast, the NF 
managed to fight six seats nationwide... 
“‘Perhaps in the face of this evidence you 
would nevertheless claim that ‘National 
Front’ would still be the best name under 
which a party created out of a merger 
between our two groups should go forward 
in the future. There could only be two 
grounds on which to argue this matter: (1) 
The sentimental attachment of members of 
the respective parties to their old 
nomenclature and identities; or (2) The 
question of what name is going to be 
politically the most effective in winning 
support from the British public. 
‘*As far as sentiment is concerned, I would 
only say two things: firstly, that if you have 
a problem with the sentimental reluctance 
of your members to abandon the name to 
which they have become attached, do you 
not appreciate that we would have a much 
bigger problem with the sentimental 
reluctance of our (far more numerous) 
members to do likewise? The second thing 
I would say is that, quite apart from this 
question, we simply cannot afford to let 
sentiment get in the way of the imperative 
that now lies before us: to create a large 
and strong political movement that can 
save Britain in its supreme hour of crisis. 
At the end of the day, in politics practical 
considerations must prevail over 
sentimental ones. Is the carrying on under 
a name to which one is sentimentally 
attached more or less important than the 
political salvation of our country and 
people? I and others had to make a decision 
on this matter sixteen years ago. Do you 
not think that the name,‘National Front’, 
which was then more associated with my 
name than that of any other individual 
(with one possible exception), had no 
sentimental value to me?’’ 


And I continued:- 


“*So much for the question of sentiment. 
Much more important is the practical 
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Cont. from page 7 
question: under which name would a 
merged party profit the most in the arena 
of future British politics? Were I to 
believe that the name ‘National Front’ 
would serve us better in this regard, I 
would not hesitate to sacrifice our own to 
that higher purpose — notwithstanding 
that, after nearly sixteen years of 
endeavour under that name, it has now 
attained a sentimental value to me at 
least as important as that of the National 
Front in the past. Practical considerations, 
however, rule otherwise. 
‘*The first practical consideration is that, 
as I have indicated earlier, the name of 
the BNP is now more rather than less 
well known than that of the NF. Those 
who would aver otherwise are, I am 
afraid, living in the past. This is, of 
course, I will admit, a matter of opinion. 
So instead of dealing with opinions let us 
deal with facts. Election results have a 
habit of forcing us to face facts, because 
in that regard they do not lie. 
“In the general election of May 1997 the 
BNP, despite spreading its campaigning 
resources over 56 constituencies (we 
withdrew the party whip from one 
candidate at the last moment to make 55 
standing officially as BNP), obtained an 
average vote of 632 and an average 
percentage of 1.45. The NF, despite being 
able to concentrate its campaigning 
resources in a mere six seats, obtained an 
average vote of 452 and an average 
percentage of 1.01. 


After discussing last Summer’s Uxbridge by- 
election result, referred to earlier, the letter 
continued:- 


“I could go into a long and very detailed 
analysis of other election results, both 
parliamentary and municipal, going back 
over many years to the parliamentary by- 
election in Greenwich in 1987, to 
illustrate that the vote figures obtained 
by the BNP have been consistently better 
than those of the NF. I could collate them 
and supply them if you wish, though 
ploughing through them would be tedious 
and hardly necessary. I might just mention 
the general election of 1992, in which the 
BNP obtained an average vote of 539 
(1.2 per cent) over 13 constituencies by 
comparison with an NF average vote of 
344 (0.7 percent) over 14 constituencies. 
Where the two parties contested the same 
constituency (Southwark & Bermondsey) 
the BNP result was 530 votes (1.4 per 
cent) and that of the NF less than a third 
of that total). 

‘*T relate these facts not for the purpose 
of crowing. The NF campaigns were, no 
doubt, bravely fought with small 
resources and against considerable odds, 
and as achievements in relation to these 
resources and odds they are not 
necessarily less praiseworthy than our 
own. The facts are only provided to refute 
the supposition that the retention of the 
name ‘National Front’ for the purpose of 
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future political campaigns in this country 
is necessarily a more practical need than 
the retention of the name ‘British 
National Party’.’’ 


No common interest while divided 


I went on to deal with the question of the 
BNP and NF, while not being able to merge, 
co-operating in areas of common interest — 
an idea that I know meets with some approval 
in NF circles, saying:- 

“*... There is a practical problem here in 
that, as long as the NF and BNP remain 
separate parties contesting electoral and 
membership support from the same 
constituency of patriotically minded people 
among the British public, they are — 
whether we wish it or not — rivals. It is 
common sense that two groups of people 
who are in a state of rivalry cannot, by 
definition, have such a thing as a ‘common 
interest’ and thus have anything to gain by 
‘co-operation’. 

“*Unless or until the NF and BNP find a 
way to settle their differences and unite 
into a single political organisation, each 
has to take the realistic view that what 
harms the other is to its own advantage, 
and vice versa. No two organisations can 
have a ‘common interest’ in that situation. 

An agreement to co-operate would 

therefore not be sincere, because any co- 

operation on the part of one that benefits 
the other will be, by its nature, counter- 
productive.”’ 


This of course is the reality of the situation 
in which parties like the BNP, National Front, 
National Democrats and other like-minded 
groups find themselves, and this is why our 
own party takes the view that nothing useful 
can come of a meeting between any of them 
which is restricted to an agenda allowing only 
for discussion of ‘co-operation’ and such non- 
existent concepts as ‘common interest’, and 
which excludes the only meaningful subject of 
discussion: full unification. 


It is at this point that our negotiations seem | 


to have come to a halt. Just before this article 
went to the printer, I received areply from Mr. 
McAuley to the letter from which I have 
quoted. It is quite clear from this reply that his 
mind is closed to any question of unification 


The election that 
established the BNP as 
the unrivalled standard- 
bearer of racial 
nationalism in Britain: 
British National Party 


councillor Derek 
Beackon, surrounded by 
TV crews and press 
reporters. Only the BNP 
has the resources, 
experience and public 
recognition to repeat 
this victory 


between our two parties. The letter speaks 
again of ‘co-operation’, ‘joint activities’, 
electoral ‘pacts’, and so on and so forth — ~ 
completely ignoring the point made in my own 
letter: that with two groups that are in effect 
rivals, competing for the same constitutency 
of support, there can be no common interest 
and therefore no basis for co-operation. 

The conclusion which we must reluctantly 
draw from this affair is that, in the face of an 
unparallelled moment of decision for our nation 
and race, there are certain people totally 
incapable of grasping the big picture and the 
essentials of what has to be done. It seems that 
their tiny organisations, and their rank within 
them, are of far greater importance to them 
than that a movement should be built capable 
to saving Britain in the new century. I find this 
mentality totally baffling. 

In calling upon people to sink their own 
egos and surrender the identities of their parties 
in the greater cause of race and nation, I am 
perhaps uniquely qualified to take such a 
position. Yousee, I have been here before, and 
I have done just what I am asking them to do. 


Historic appeal 

Thirty-two years ago, in 1966, I was the head 
ofa small political group known as the Greater 
Britain Movement. It was just one of anumber 
of groups in Britain of similar orientation and 
varying size, all of them wholly insignificant 
and impotent to make any impact onthe political 
scene. I appealed to the heads of these groups 
to unite into one single party and — and this is 
the important point — I made no condition that 
it be our party, that it bear our name or that I 
myself have any position in the new 
organisation. 

In fact, I proposed that the new organisation 
be called the National Front and that its leader 
be A.K. Chesterton, then the senior figure in 
the British Nationalist movement. 

A year later the NF was formed, and a short 
time after that our own group, the GBM, 
merged unconditionally with it by my act of 
disbanding that group and calling upon its 
members to join the NF as individuals. This 
most of them did. When I joined I was offered 
no office or title; I did so as an ordinary 
member. Within four years— not by jockeying 


or bargaining for position but by having proved 
myself in the field of action — I was asked to 
be leader. That was in 1972. There then began 
the most successful period in the party’s history, 
which lasted, with one brief interruption, until 
the end of the 1970s, when I resigned and there 
began the series of splits that have been a curse 
to the nationalist movement in Britain ever 
since, and to which I have referred earlier. 

In writing of these times and events, I run 
the risk of being accused of blowing my own 
trumpet. Because of the urgency of the 
circumstances, I am willing to take that risk. 
Actually, at my age (63) personal ego is no 
longer a matter of great interest to me, ifindeed 
it ever was — and I think I have shown, in the 
record that I have related, that when it came to 
cause or ego with me cause always came first. 


Knocking on the gates of power 

By the time that the BNP will have a chance 
to knock on the gates of power in Britain, it is 
likely that I shall anyway be looking to move 
aside and let a younger man take charge — if 
I have not already done so. I have huge 
ambitions for our movement, but my own 
personal ambitions these days are quite limited 
and modest. It is perhaps a good position from 
which to smile down on the pompous postures 
of people whose practical achievements in the 
nationalist struggle fall a long way behind my 
own, but to whom places in the pecking order 
are of such frantic importance and the identities 
of their flyweight splinter-groups such an 
imperative consideration. 

What I ask other nationalists to do now is 
close ranks under the only party that has a 
realistic chance to become a political force and 
take power in Britain before the sun finally sets 
on our nation once and for all. That party, quite 
manifestly and obviously, is the BNP. The 
maintenance of any other organisations in the 
party political field— as distinct from the field 
of non-party lobbies and educational and 
pressure groups — is acomplete waste oftime, 
effort and money which works only to the 
profit of our common enemies. 

I ask the people involved in these other 
organisations: do you really think it worthwhile, 
or rewarding to yourselves, to fritter away yet 
more years of your lives in these fruitless 
enterprises when you could be doing so much 
good in the one and only one that can ever get 
anywhere? 

If the leaders of these mini-parties are not 
willing to take the step of uniting with us, then 
let their members do it for them by voting with 
their feet, joining us and leaving them to swim 
till Doomsday in their tiny little ponds. 

If those members do this, they will find the 
warmest of welcomes in the BNP; and, at last, 
their talents, energies and dedication will be 
put to constructive use in a movement that has 
the chance to win. 

As I have related, what I call on others to 
do today I myself did three decades ago. It 
was the right and only thing to do then. It is 
the right and only thing to do now. 


NO NEED TO WORRY 


NICK GRIFFIN stresses that the BNP welcomes converts 


“MOST NF members know that the British National Party is the only 
possible vehicle for white survival in Britain, they know in their hearts that 
the Front is a political dead end, but they’re worried that if they agree to join 
the BNP they might find themselves powerless and restricted in what they'll 


_ be allowed to do. They fear that the party leadership wouldn’t give them the 


leeway to exercise their talents and take on serious organisational roles.” 

According to people who are friendly with NF activists in both London and the 
West Midlands, this statement sums up the private attitude of the majority of 
National Front members. Although their valiant efforts to rebuild their party over 
the last couple of years have met with only limited success, they have at least 
been able to take a certain pride and pleasure in being able to experiment with 
initiatives of their own. This has been a novel and enjoyable experience for 
people who had become used to the party’s earlier ‘leadership’ style, which was 
based on rigid central control, the stifling of initiative and the continual looting of 
local funds by the ‘national’ administration. 

With such unhappy experiences of ‘leadership’ forming the background to their 
view of how nationalist organisations work, it is not really surprising that there are 
many in the NF who would rather continue trying to reinvent the wheel by 
themselves than come on board with the BNP. But while it isn't surprising, it isn’t 
sensible either, and it totally misjudges the leadership of the BNP. 

The best way to illustrate this is to relate briefly my own experience. There is no 
purpose in rehashing the tangled history of the splits which beset the nationalist 
movement in the 1980s, other than to say that John Tyndall and | ended up for 
some years on opposite sides of a very spikey organisational fence. Hence, when 
it became clear in the early part of the 1990s that the British National Party had 
won the battle for supremacy within the nationalist movement, and as a result 
was now the only force with the potential to lead the renewed public resistance to 
multi-racialism, my own position was very uncertain. 


WELCOME AND VALUED 

From the very first BNP meeting at which | was present as a guest speaker, 
however, | was made welcome. As soon as | started to write for party publications 
my contributions were clearly valued. 

| started writing for Spearhead just over two years ago. Since then | have been 
welcomed into the innermost councils of the BNP. Having been used to the 
endless bickerings and jostling for power and resources which characterised the 
NF, it has been good to be in an organisation where leadership and initiative are 
prized above everything. Good ideas don't get talked to death. After years of 
knowing what could be done, but of lacking the manpower and resources to get it 
done, working with the BNP is a positive pleasure. 

Speaking from direct personal experience, | can assure the activists and 
leaders of the National Front that they would be warmly welcomed in the 
BNP, and that their talents would be recognised and rewarded. 

So to members of the National Front who are considering their next move, | 
urge you to look at the big picture, at what needs to be done to build an effective 
nationalist movement in Britain, and to answer honestly the question of which of 
the two parties is more likely to be able to do it. Look at the benefits of being 
involved in a truly national organisation with an increasingly sophisticated 
propaganda machine. And think about next year’s Euro-elections. With that 
contest looking certain to be run in regional blocks and with Proportional 
Representation, the BNP will probably be the only racial nationalist organisation 
even capable of standing. But more than that, there is actually a chance that we 
could win a seat. This has been acknowledged on the official Home Office 
website example. 

Take a moment to think about what that would mean for the great cause: 
we all share. Don't you want to be part of that advance? As a relatively 
recent newcomer to the BNP myself, | can sem you that you can be. it’s 
entirely up to you. 
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THE TRUTH ABOUT BLAIR’S BRITAIN 
FRED TANNER writes to a disgruntled union boss 


The following letter, together with the list of Bristol firms which have closed over 
the last twenty years, was sent to John Edmonds, General Secretary of the GMB at 
the end of last year. It received the short, but gratifying response: “I agree with 
many of your ideas and | recommend most strongly that you project them within 
your Union and within the Labour Party.” Clearly the reality behind the fancy phrase 
‘globalisation’ is beginning to sink in in the most unexpected places! 


Dear Mr.Edmonds, 


Whilst you were at the Labour Party 
Conference in Brighton I noticed that you 
were not entirely satisfied with the present 
employment situation in Britain. Itwas obvious 
that you were not happy with New Labour’s 
approach to the matter, which seemed to be no 
different than the previous Tory government. 
Indeed Mr.Blair has been termed a ‘disciple’ 
of Mrs. Thatcher and he is said to be an admirer 
of the lady. This may all be media hype. Who 
knows? We must wait and see. 

But this writer is certain that New Labour 
will be unable to address the formidable 
problems which will be encountered in a few 
years time. The last government only managed 
to carry on by selling everything in sight and 
using the proceeds to fund unemployment 
benefit, the NHS and the Wefare State. Even 
then it had to borrow astronomical billions to 
keep going. Like Mr.Micawber, the Tories 
were hoping for something to turn up. Nothing 
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did, and nothing will! It is clear that the 
Establishment nurtured Mr.Blair, promoting 
him and New Labour through the controlled 
media. The Welfare State had to be abolished 
and the NHS reduced to a much smaller size. 
Private Health Insurance and Private 
Retirement Pensions had to be introduced. 
Mr.Major’s sorry outfit would not be accepted 
by the ‘proles’ to carry out this massive change. 
Only New Labour headed by Mr. Blair could 
obtain the support of the masses. After all, 
Labour is the party of the ‘People’! 


‘Third-rate Britain’ 

As the controlled media informs us, we are 
living in Post-Industrial Britain,an era ushered 
in by the Thatcher government. At the turn of 
the century Britain was said to be the wealthiest 
nation on earth; our decline so far has made 
Britain 15th in the wealth table. Even the 
Prime Minister of India has described the UK 
as a third-rate country. Of course, the media 
have trumpeted to the people that we are the 


envy of the world. “The British economy was 
the envy of Europe!” And so on! 

But what is the truth? The Establishment, the 
moneybags,the profiteers, the manipulators of 
the Stock Market, the fat cats, the wheeler- 
dealers of money are doing very well at the 
moment. But the workers are finding that they 
have to accept lower standards. Real jobs, 
which enable a man to live a proper family life 
have almost disappeared. Part-time work is 
the norm and both man and wife have to work 
to obtain a decent standard of life. It is true that 
they have their motor cars as status symbols 
but the debts incurred by many workers are 
daunting. Credit is so easy! 


Chains of debt 

The saying “Workers have nothing to lose 
but their chains,” may have been true in the 
’20s and 30s, but today the workers have debts 
which enchain them more tightly. They have 
too much to lose! Their homes, their motor 
cars, their TVs, videos and computers. 
Everything in fact! They are forced to accept 
badly paid jobs, even wage cuts! To ‘service’ 
their debts both man and wife have to work, 
mainly in part-time jobs. Because the hours 
worked are low,employers do not have to pay 
any contributions. Also the workers will have 
to assess their own Income Tax payments, 
relieving the employer of this expense. 


Clocking on. Part of the 
ritual of daily life which 
has been lost by the 
victims of the 
casualisation of work. 
The unemployment of 
millions of highly skilled 
workers is disguised as 
‘early retirement’, while 
their sons and grandsons 
are forced into artifical 
‘workfare’ schemes. 
Whole generations come 
and go without real jobs, 
while the liberals wonder 
why divorce, suicide and 
drug-addiction are all on 
the increase 


Unscrupulous employers are introducing shift 
systems to cover longer hours of working for 
no extra pay. Newspapers constantly inform 
their readers that so and so is building a new 
Supermarket, a multi-screen cinema, a bingo 
hall, a burger or pizza bar. “Thousands of jobs 
will be created!” What jobs! Only part-time, 
rubbish jobs! Rubbish jobs which, whilst 
making the unemployment figures look good, 
contribute nothing to national wealth, the 
costs of running the Welfare State or to the 
self-respect of the employed. 


Blair wields the axe 

“The Government has to economise.” Cut 
this! Cut that! The public is told that there is 
a lack of funds. Yet they see MPs voting 
themselves higher salaries. Now the Lords 
want more! The trades unions have become 
impotent and, although they contributed 
enormously to secure a Labour victory, there 
will be no ‘pay-off’. The aspirations of the 
early trades unionists have turned into dust! 
Socialism is dead! Every man for himself! 


Name of Firm 


John Lysaght & Co. Ltd 
Gardiner,Sons & Co. Ltd. 
Thrissel Engineering Ltd. 
Modern Engineering Ltd. 
Avonside Engineering Ltd. 


Critall Ltd. 

Bristol Commercial Vehicles Ltd 
Charles Hill & Co. Ltd. 

Holms Sand & Gravel Co. Ltd. 
Bristol Sand & Gravel Co. Ltd. 
Renwick Wilton & Dobson Ltd. 
Bristol Steam Navigation Co. Ltd. 
Brown & Co. Ltd 

Ashmead & Co. Ltd 
Newman & Co. Ltd. of Yate 
Fry's Foundries Ltd. 

T.B.L. Brake Linings Ltd. 
W.D.& H.O.Wills Ltd. 
Edwards Ringer & Biggs Ltd. 
Mardon Son & Hall Ltd 
E.W.Savory & Co. Ltd. 

E.S & A,Robinson Ltd. 
Vandyke Printers Ltd. 


Steelwork, bridges, cranes 
Constructional steelwork 
General engineering 


Brecknell Dolman & Rogers Ltd. Vending and packing machines 
Metal windows & shutters 


Barges, lighters & tugboat owners 
Electric motors & dynamos 
Castings (ferrous & non-ferrous) 
Brake linings for heavy vehicle 


Cigars & pipe tobacco 
Printers, cardboard boxes, maps 


Bag-makers 


Globalisation 


This writer, a one-time member of the old 
ETU, then DATA and the T&GWU, has seen 
the transformation of Britain from a vibrant 
thrusting industrial nation to a divided multi- 
cultural dung-heap with drugs and crime 
rampant! Derelict factories and row upon row 
of empty shops. Docks, shipyards, mines, and 
foundries closed. Gone forever! The EU has 
wrecked our agriculture and our fishing fleets. 
P & O Line now have their ships made in 
Germany. The Cunard line has been sold to 
Sweden. Rolls Royce may be flogged off to 
Germany. 

Wenowhave the ‘Global Economy’, which 
— we are told — cannot be controlled by 
Governments. So even local firms have closed 
down their operations in Bristol and opened 
up factories abroad to take advantage of 
cheaper labour. 


The crunch of breaking promises 
The Establishment-backed New Labour 

Government will be unable to save the NHS 

or the Welfare State, and private health and 


GONE WEST: Bristol’s victims of the ‘global economy’ 


Type of trade 


Coe & Co. Ltd. 
Robertsons Jams 
Smiths Crisps Ltd. 


Locomotives 


Todd & Co. Ltd. 
Buses & coaches 
Shipbuilders 
Sand dredging 


Ware & Co. Ltd. 


Ship owners King & Co. Ltd. 


Wigmore & Co. Ltd. 


Beavis & Co. Ltd. 
Epstein & Co. Ltd. 


Cigars & cigarettes Gratton & Co. Ltd. 


Fine colour printers Tarrell & Co. Ltd. 


ww " 


Crosfield & Bodey Ltd. 
John Wright & Co. Ltd. 
Frederick Rice & Co. Ltd. 


C.W.S. Tailors Ltd. 


Smith, Stone & Knight Ltd. 
Arrowsmith & Co. Ltd. 


Ranking & Co. Ltd. 
Edward Everard & Co. Ltd. 
United Yeast Co. Ltd. 


Stothert & Pitt Ltd. 
Belfast Rope Co. Ltd. 


Densham & Co. Ltd. Wire ropes & heavy duty shipping ropes 
E.T. Poeton & Co. Ltd Electro-plating for motor car industry 


pension schemes will eventually be introduced. 
Mr. B lair willrenege on many promises under 
pressure from the Establishment. 

This need not happen, Under a genuine 
people’s democracy it could not. But, as 
many people now know, our democracy is 
totally bogus. It is in actual fact an elected 
oligarchy where the /umpen proletariat 
troop along on polling day to make their 
‘mark’. This could be changed. 
Unfortunately the disease of liberalism, 
with its brotherhood-of-man philosophy, 
has infected many in the higher levels of 
union life that they are more interested in 
events in Angola or Rwanda than in Leeds 
The writer hopes that you have had enough 
patience to read this cri-de-coeur. 


Yours sincerely, 


F. Larner 


Footwear 
Jam, marmalade 

Potato crisps 

Animal feeds 

Printers of medical books 
Clothing 


Printers 


Mineral waters 


Picture frames, advertising materials 
Printers & typesetters 
Fine art printers 
Yeast 
Sugar refiner 
Crane manufacturers 
Wire ropes, hawsers 


Berger Paints Ltd. 
Blackfriars Ltd 

John Hare & Co.Ltd. 
Colthurst & Harding Ltd. 
Wilsamor Ltd 

William Butler Ltd. 
Capper Pass Ltd. 
Diadem Flour Co. Ltd. 
Henry Jones & Co. Ltd. 
Hovis Ltd. Bristol Branch 
Purnell & Panter Ltd. 
Fursman & Co. Ltd. 
Cridland & Rose Ltd. 


Paints, varnishes, laquer 


* " “ 


Tar distillers 
Lead, tin, bronze foundries 
Flour millers 


” “ 


Pickles, vinegar 


Footwear 


Tuckers Radiator Services Ltd. Radiators & car motor parts 
These companies have all ceased to trade in Bristol over the 
last twenty years, putting thousands out of work. The Port of 
Bristol has almost ceased to exist, with houses taking over 
much of the City Docks. Avonmouth Dock is only partly used, 
and Portbury Dock appears to be used only to import foreign 
motor vehicles and a small amount of foreign coal. Almost 
3,000 dock workers lost their jobs in the port closure, which 
also hit railway staff. British Aerospace and Rolls Royce 
(aircraft engines) still employ about 3,500 each, but 15 years 
ago the local aircraft industry employed twice that number. 
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Feature 


A HEALTHY DEBATE 


FARMING IS in crisis, as Nick Griffin 
pointed out in his article, ‘Backs to the 
Wall and Starting to Fight’. My mother- 
in-law is from a farming background. She 
has about fourteen cousins who are farmers 
or are married to farmers locally. Between 
them all they have only produced about 
four children. None of them inteded to be 
childless. The infertility probably results 
from handling chemicals day in, day out. 
They should be asking themselves who 
forced them to use these poisons. One of 
these farmers recently blew his face off 
with a shotgun. The stress of farming was 
too much for him. He found suicide to be 
more appealing than active protest. 

Although the farmers are the latest victims 
of the globalisation of our economy, they are 
not blameless themselves. The mentality 
among too many ofthem is profoundly selfish. 
They tend to be so money-orientated that they 
think nothing of soaking the ground with 
chemicals, spraying crop and livestock with 
cocktails of poisons (they are often forced to 
do so by Government regulations — Ed.). 
They rip up hedgerows, and show no concern 
for rare species of flowers, butterflies or birds. 
The BNP disapproves of these practices. 

While ‘Green’ politics are now widely seen 
as the preserve of the Left, the whole 
environmental movement actually had in roots 
in the pre-war nationalist organisation. The 
main founder of the Soil Association, for 
example, was a member of Mosley’s British 
Union. This is today the governing body of 
the organic farming movement. The Soil 
Association holds a register of all organic 
farms in Britain and it decides whether a farm 
qualifies to be organic or not. 


Long-term aim 


Too rapid and widespread a switch to 
organic farming would be economically 
impossible, but as a general principle and 
long-term aim, the BNP must favour such a 
move. Because of intensive farming methods, 
crops now contain only half the nutrients they 
did fifty years ago, something which is a major 
factor in the growing problem of under 
nourished children which once again faces 
Britain. This dangerous trend can only be 
reversed by a return to less capital-intensive 
agriculture, which avoids chemical pesticides, 
growth hormones and feed made from animal 
waste. 

More organic farming would provide 
healthier food, while at the same time 
constructively employing more people. 
Clearly; however, this is not possible if our 
farmers continue to face competition from 
cheap and non-organic imports. This is a big 
flaw in the position of the totally internationalist 


Page 12 


Greens, who are in favour of ‘free trade’. Yet, 
in reality, there is no other way to have an 
organic agricultural system than by being 
protectionist. 
A shift to more organic production is not 
a fad or a luxury, but a necessity. It must be 
understood that the agri-chemical alternative 
is dangerous, unsustainable and potentially 
disastrous to our very existence. The pesticides 
used on crops seep into the soil. They 
contaminate our water supplies and food. This 
affects health by reducing the immune system, 
increasing therisk ofcancer and ofneurological 
illnesses like Parkinson’s Disease. Pesticides 
are also likely to be implicated in the rapid rise 
in infertility, which is becoming a serious 
contributing factor to the below-replacement- 
level birthrate of our endangered people. 
Pesticides get more concentrated in the 
flesh the higher up the food chain you go. This 
is areason why it is healthiest to be as low in 
the food chain as possible. The health risk to 
babies drinking their mother’s milk is a source 
of concern, such are the levels of poisons 


Non-beef eater 
ELLEN STRACHAN 
defends her position 


concentrated therein. It is still recommended 
to breastfeed rather than bottlefeed, but only 
because of the psychological benefits of the 
child being close to the mother and the 
temporary immunity passed on. 

In using pesticides, the farmer is engaging 
in an evolutionary arms race which humans 
can never win. These pests will still be around 
a million years after humans have sterilised 
themselves out of existence. The farmer uses 
a pesticide for a limited time — as long as it 
takes for the pest to evolve resistance to the 
chemical. Then a stronger pesticide is used 
and the same thing happens again and again, 
ad infinitum. The only beneficiaries of this 
madness are the companies who produce the 
poisons and anyone who wants to see our 
population made sick. It isadouble whammy 
for these companies, who kill off people with 
their pesticides and at the same time make vast 
fortunes treating cancer victims with the drugs 
they manufacture. Similarly, the agricultural 
chemical industry unethically sold feeds 
containing animal waste to farmers, who were 
repeatedly told that they had no right to be told 
what was in the new feeds. 

The other day, a fellow came to my door 


selling fresh fish from the North Sea. | declined 


to buy any, although I do eat fish from cleaner 
oceans. He had the nerve to say that this was 
not very patrioticofme. My response was that 


indeed it was not very patriotic of our 
governments to have allowed the pollution of 
our oceans. 

The situation, as I understand it, regarding 
BSE is as follows. For centuries, sheep have 
occasionally been affected by a brain disease 
called Scrapie. This has not been established 
to be passed on to humans from sheep, and it 
was considered a disease only of sheep — 
until BSE recently happened. It is thought that 
the prion, as the disease agent is called, jumped 
the species barrier as a result of cattle being 
fed the remains of sheep mixed into bonemeal. 

However, it may not be as simple as that. 
MAFF, who advocated the use of this 
disgusting and unnatural abuse, also insisted 
on the spraying of cattle with an 
organophosphate pesticide designed to kill 
Warble Fly. Mark Purdey, an organic farmer, 
suspects that this treatment of the cattle is 
relevant to the BSE outbreak. It would be 
likely, at the very least, to have weakened the 
immune system making, infection easier. 


Another strange disease 


Interestingly, Organophosphate poisoning 
is considered to be a possible cause of ‘Gulf 
War syndrome’, a condition that the MOD 
has reluctantly acknowledged exists, although 
it has not been scientifically defined. Some 
doctors operating on Gulf War veterans have 
suffered alarming symptoms, such as their 
teeth falling out. Vaccinations against chemical 
or biological warfare agents, plus the 
widespread use of insecticides on troops 
stationed in the Gulf, are possible causes of 
GWS. 

Some years ago there was a case of a 
Mexican woman in the USA who had been 
accidentally sprayed with pesticides. Two 
weeks later she fell ill. A nurse took a blood 
sample, which oddly had a head of foam on it. 
The nurse vomited and other staff in the 
vicinity were also affected, suffering temporary 
blindness and paralysis. The theory is that the 
organophosphates fermented in the body, 
producing a nerve gas. 

Other evidence of the danger posed by 
these chemicals comes from Finland, where 
the use of organophosphate pesticides on 
livestock and the use of animal remains in 
cattlefeed have been banned since the 1930s. 
Today, although human fertility has crashed 
elsewhere, the Finns have the highest sperm 
count of any nation on Earth. 

Creuzfeld Jacob Disease (CJD) isa human 
brain disease similar to BSE. It is now 
commonly called: “the human version of mad 
cow disease.” In fact, CJD existed before 
BSE as ararer condition than it is now. 

An epidemic of this type of brain-wasting 
disease was noticed in a New Guinea tribe 


some decades ago. The tribe called it ‘kuru’. 
Scientists investigating discovered that the 
problem was caused by the tribe’s ritual 
cannibalism of their dead. The men would eat 
various body parts, while the women would 
eat leftovers, including the brain. Many women 
suffered from kuru until advised to stop eating 
these parts, whereupon the illness died out. 

It has now been established scientifically 
that an increasing number (albeit a tiny 
minority) ofuncharacteristically young victims 
in Britain have been contracting CJD. This 
has been linked to consumption of infected 
bovine products such as beef or possibly even 
gelatine or milk. Unlike the nervous tissue of 
the cow, there is “no known risk” of infection 
from milk. This does not mean there is no risk. 
One could well exist. Only time will tell. The 
risk from all bovine products is as yet 
unquantified. Perhaps it is known, but the 
government fears the consequences to itself 
should we be told the facts. 

One of the main scientists researching BSE, 
Professor Richard Lacey, has written a book 
entitled Mad Cow Disease. Never popular 
with any of the mainstream political parties, 
Lacey continues to maintain that the risk of 
BSE is unquantified. His worst case scenario 
is that all products from an infected animal 
contain the agent, that consumption of even 
small quantities will be enough to cause the 
disease, the the prion remains in the soil as a 
permanent re-infection risk, and that hundreds 
of thousands will be affected. The disease 
could already have spread far beyond cattle. 
Having been passed to mice and other species 
in laboratory tests, it could also have been 
transmitted to chickens and pigs, which have 
also been fed on animal waste products. 
Chickens in particular do not live long enough 
to exhibit symptoms, but could still be carriers. 


Honest government 

One can make comparisons with the worst- 
case scenario for the spread of AIDS. Is it 
really safe to shake hands, or visit the dentist 
or the swimming pool? There is certainly 
evidence that expert opinion on the scale of 
that threat has been consigned to the list of 
official secrets in order to placate the powerful 
homosexual lobby. It is not paranoia to be 
sceptical about the honesty of those in 
government. Since they are known to have 
hushed up news of leaks of radiation from 
nuclear power stations as knowledge “not in 
the public interest,” why should we trust what 
they tell us in other areas? 

Of course, we must not panic, but neither 
should we be afraid to imagine the worst in 
order to assess the situation. Life is full of 
risks; we can do no more than take practical 
steps to reduce the chance of harm wherever 
possible. 

The truth about BSE may well be nearer to 
the best-case scenario: That the present cattle 
cull will eradicate BSE; that soil reinfection 
will be negligible; that BSE is difficult to 
catch from infected tissue; that only certain 


parts of the animal pose a risk; and that only a 
few people will be infected. 

But the problem is that it is too early to be 
able to see the long-term picture. The fact that 
only a very few people have so far died from 
CJD could be because the disease has a long 
incubation period. The current supposed risk 
of infection (“as likely as winnning the lottery 
jackpot four weeks running,” etc.) isa statistic 
based only on the number of people who have 
developed CJD so far. They may be the tip of 
an iceberg; we just don’t know. 

Given this uncertainty, the reaction of the 
farmers to the publicity about the BSE epidemic 
in cattle, and its unquantified risk to humans 
was somewhat misplaced. It seemed that they 


felt that the public should not have been told - 


anything about the disease, because the 
resulting concern was damaging their profits. 
Then it appeared that, rather than blaming the 
Government for not banning the practices 
thought to have caused BSE, the farmers 
blamed people who decided not to eat beef. 
Beefshould not be banned. The Government 
should have told the public the full potential 
risk, leaving individuals to make an educated 
choice. If enough followed my example — 
choosing to shun beef, gelatine and milk — it 
would ruin the livestock industry and put 
farmers on the dole. I know this, but to use this 
agument against me is to misunderstand the 
situation completely. 
Beefs not what it used to be, just as Britain 
is not what it used to be. It has been cont- 


the party's national funds. 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group which exists to help raise money 
for the British National Party. Membership is open to all persons, 
whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month to 


Welling Club members are sent regular bulletins informing them of 
the progress in achieving various important BNP targets which is being 
made with the help of their donations. They are also entitled to attend, 
free of charge, an annual club dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their 
initial £20 contribution (made out to the ‘British National Party’), to: 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3DW 


Feature 


A herd of 
Friesian cattle. 
Britain’s main 
milk-producers, 
they have been 
as badly hit by 
the BSE scare as 
our beef herds 


aminated by the unpatriotic practices of 
successive governments. Alien substances 
have contaminated what was once pure. 
However much people like to look through 
rose-tinted spectacles and pretend that 
everything is still good and wholesome, the 
fact is that it is long since time to wake up and 
face unpleasant realities. Only once we have 
done that can we begin to find the cure. 

If the BNP had been in power some time, 
British agriculture would be dominated by 
healthy, organic farming methods. The BSE 
crisis would never have occured. Like- 
wise, without the liberal policies of immigration 
and free trade, there would not be an 
unemployment problem. Hence, instead of 
farmers blaming the consumer and consumers 
blaming farmers, blame should be laid at the 
door of the Government. 

If you think our ‘poodle’ Government is 
so easily bullied by Brussels, imagine how it 
would cower at the very hint of mass support 
for the BNP from farmers. Instead of Harry 
Ashcroft blowing out his own brains, he 
should have redirected his frustrations at 
those who are responsible for bringing his 
industry to its knees, and putting farmers 
in one of the highest suicide categories in 
Britain, If the farmers would support the 
BNP, we could introduce a new deal for the 
countryside and sort the present flasco out 
for good. If they won’t support us, it could 
be argued that it is they who are being 
unpatriotic 
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BNP LAUNCHES ITS 


BIGGEST PUSH SO FAR 


1998 IS GOING to offer one of the biggest 
challenges and opportunities in the history 
of the BNP. For the first time ever in 
Britain, there will be an election in which 
the ‘wasted vote’ theory will not be present 
to dissuade potential racial nationalist 
voters from putting their crosses where 
their hearts are. The introduction of 
proportional representation for the first 
time in mainland Britain will hasten 
immeasurably the long-overdue decline of 
the alternating Tory-Labour electoral 
dictatorship. In the long-run, and as PR 
spreads — as it inevitably will — to other 
elections as well, it is likely to lead to the 
physical disintegration of the Conservative 
Party, an increasingly unstable coalition 
held together in recent years only by the 
discipline of the first-past-the-post system. 

Even in the short-term, the possibility that, 
under the regional slate PR system most likely 
to be adopted, the BNP could actually manage 
to win a seat in the European Parliament next 
year, was actually raised by the Home Office 
last month. According to the example of seat 
allocation in a ten-seat London Euro-region 
given on the Home Office website, an eight 
per cent BNP vote would give the party the 
tenth seat. Those who remember all the fuss 
created by Derek Beackon’s victory ina single 
council ward can only smile at the thought of 
the reaction to the election ofa British National 
Party MEP. It would take some unfortunate 
cleaning company weeks to scrape the 
Archbishop of Canterbury off the ornate toof 
of his Cathedral, for a start! 


End of the honeymoon 
To be honest, unfortunately, even the taking 
of a single Euro-seat is probably beyond us 
. After all, BNP candidates ‘only’ 
took 7 per cent of the vote in two East London 
seats, and the average London vote was only 
_alittle over 2 per cent. That said, though, it is 
far too early to say how far popular 
dissatisfaction with Blair & Co. will have 
grown by the Summer of 1999. If a week is a 
long time in politics, a whole year of banana- 
skins like Lord Irvine’s bed, taxpayer 
subsidised mistresses, and closed hospitals, 
could have transformed the political climate 
in another year. Perhaps all that is certain is 
that, whatever the public think of ‘our Tony’ 
by then, they won’t have forgiven the Tories 
for their last disastrous term of office, still less 
for picking the bizaare William Hague as their 
‘leader’. 
Add those factors to the unknown impact of 
not having to worry about ‘wasted votes’, 
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throw in the publicity from a few good BNP 
local council votes in areas torn by racial 
tension (if you don’t believe me, just watch!), 
and anything could happen in the Euro- 
elections. At the vey least, it is likely that the 
threshold for the return of election deposits 
will be set so low that we will retain several of 
them, something which remains an important 
psychological boost in the eyes ofthe politically 
aware public. 

Whatever happens in terms of votes, the 
longer-term impact on the public profile, 
growth and organisation of the BNP could 
well be at least as dramatic. Assuming the 
rules are not changed drastically at the last 
moment, the decision to contest the Euro- 
elections will give the party its second five- 
minute TV broadcast in two years. In addition, 
our election addresses will be delivered to 
something like six million households. This is 
three times the number ‘hit’ as a result of the 
general election campaign, and would put the 
BNP name, message and address into the 


NICK GRIFFIN 
explains the party’s 
plans for next year’s 

Euro-elections 


hands of rather more than 12 million people, 
many of them living in ‘white-flight’ areas 
which have never before been leafleted by a 
racial nationalist organisation. 

The recruitment implications of all this do 
not need to be laboured. Of even greater note 
will be the cumulative effect— it will establish 
beyond any question in the eyes of the public 
the position of the BNP as the unchallenged, 
and unchallengeable, standard-bearer ofracial 
nationalism in Britain. 

None of this means, of course, that the BNP 
has changed its position on the European 
Union. We remain as implacably opposed to 
the drive to the federal superstate, and as 
committed to Britain’s withdrawal from 
Europe, as ever. Having abstained from 
contesting Euro-elections before, the BNP is 
changing its tactics to take advantage of new 
opportunities; it will not for one moment 
compromise its principles. As the power of 
European insitutions grows, and as popular 
discontent with the political establishments 
which have handed us over to that power 
deepens, the way to destroy the federal monster 


- will be from within. One of the great ironies of 


the early twenty first century may well be the 
creation, in the very heart of the Eurobeast, of 


a dominant bloc of its nationalist opponents. 
The writing is already on the wall; the only 
question is how long it will be before the name 
‘British National Party’ is added to the 
Euronationalist list. 

But let’s come back to practicalities. The 
campaign to which we are now committed is a 
huge undertaking. It will be literally impossible 
unless the party has a large proportion of the 
massive cost of those six million leaflets 
available long before May 1998. In fact, the 
scale of this operation is so huge that the 
majority of those leaflets will have to be paid 
for, printed and delivered to regional storage 
points months in advance of the election. 


Huge operation 

The huge distribution operation alone makes 
it imperative that the party acquires another 
transit van, more modern and reliable than the 
battered blue veteran of scores of thousands of 
miles and half-a-dozen TV documentries. But, 
in addition, a second van is needed to increase 
our ability to carry out political ‘missionary’ 
work in new areas. 

More urgent still is the need to institute a 
regular monthly literature run to deliver 
supplies of British Nationalist, Spearheadand 
leaflets to units around the country. The 
resulting closer contact between Head Office, 
regions and local officials will be invaluable in 
welding the party into the disciplined 
organisation needed to undertake — and to get 
the maximum benefit from — the mammouth 
1998 Euro-election operation. 

Nor does the cost stop there. As with the 
general election, the TV broadcast will have to 
be designed and shot by our own camera team 
well before it is needed. Although we will now 
be able to edit the footage on our own 
equipment, the party will still need to pay 
hundreds of pounds per day to hire broadcast- 
quality camera and sound equipment. 

Then we will have to take a short-term lease 
on a campaign headquarters. This was not 
done in the general election, but to try to runa 
campaign three times that scale without sucha 
base is unthinkable. It is essential for the co- 
ordination of literature distribution, and for 
marshalling activists from areas which will not 
be fielding candidates and directing them into 
the areas where their efforts during the 
campaign will be most effective. Then there is 
the need for a bank of phone lines, together 
with a team of volunteers working to get 
follow-ups out to local units around the country 
far more quickly than has been possible before. 
Lack of easy and widely advertised telephone 
contact numbers, and personnel trained to deal 


= 


with the media and available at short notice 
fom a central point, cost the party far too many 
lostmedia opportunities in] .tyear’s election. 
May 1998 is going to be very different! 

If all the money this huge campaign is going 
to take was going to be ‘blown’ in one big push 
it would be money very well spent. Those who 
write bitter articles in obscure newsletters 
attacking the BNP for allegedly “wasting its 
money” electioneering ignore one key fact: 
Virtually every person on their mailing lists 
came into the movement, directly or indirectly, 
through an election. Even if there were not — 
as it is increasingly obvious that there is — the 
possibility ofracial nationists actually winning 
elections in Britain, they would still be worth 
contesting. Quite apart from the limited but 
invaluable protection that involvement in the 


‘democractic’ process provides against 


arbitrary repression, the massive public 
exposure produced by electioneering is far 
and away the biggest source of the movement’s 
lifeblood — recruitment from the public. 
Let’s get this straight. With the exception 
of those who get involved through the music 
scene, not one person has ever even been 
available to join a theoretically perfect, 
secretive ‘vanguard’ organisation without first 


Blair: time will wipe off the grin 


getting involved in a party which has made for 
itself a public name by electioneering. Not 
one young, idealistic member of the public has 
ever woken up and decided to hunt for the 
address of an obscure fascist sect busy 
converting a pigeon loft into a chapel at the 
other end of Europe. 

This is not to decry the idea that a highly 
active ‘vanguard’ can make invaluable 
publicity for the movement by way of clever 
stunts and high-profile, short-notice 
demonstrations. That is precisely why the BNP 
has started to operate a London-wide Instant 
Response Group, and hopes that the example 
will spread to other regions as well. 

Nor do we discount the ‘counter-power’ 
idea. Helping white communities resist Asian 
racist ethnic cleansing in East London and 
West Yorkshire, providing a political focus 


for the concerns of the families and friends of 
the innocent victims — that’s counter-power, 
and ordinary BNP activists, not anonymous 
saints or self-appointed revolutionaries, are 
working at this moment to build it. Yes, it 
needs to be linked with economic and social 
initiatives, but these things take time and 
people, and to mean anything they must provide 
leadership for real people, with real problems, 
in the urban, white working-class communities 
which are bearing the brunt of the pain of 
globalisation. Initiatives which take activists 
away from those communities are not ‘counter- 
power’ at all, they’re a cop-out. 

The need to have contact with large numbers 
of new people brings us back to the Euro- 
election, and to the all-important question: 
What is it going to cost? 

Well, the total amount needed is £50,000. 
This will not all be raised, or spent, centrally. 
It will include money being raised and saved 
in unit and regional accounts. Some of the 
more efficient local BNP units started building 
this money up some time ago — how is your 
area doing? Ask! If you’re not satisfied with 
the answer, start chasing organisers and 
treasurers. Better still, volunteer to help them! 

A large amount will also be needed centrally 
in order to pay for various items outlined 
above: the van; preparing the broadcast; 
financing atemporary HQ, and so on, together 
with other expenses, from printing the 
manifesto to running training seminars for 
candidates. This willbe raised mainly through 
the central Euro-election Appeal Fund which 
will be advertised continually from now on in 
Spearhead, British Nationalist and members’ 
bulletins. As part ofthe improvements decided 
on at January’s Leadership Conference, these 
will be more regular from now on, as will 
Organisers’ Bulletins. All these things will 


help to put the party on a more professional 


footing and push it forward. 


Ambitious, but essential 

But, in the end, success or failure lies in 
your hands. Because the money is needed 
several months before the election is actually 
held, we have effectively just one year, twelve 
months, 52 weeks, to raise £50,000. That’s 
£1,000 per week — over and above the BNP’s 
normal income and expenditure. 

The party leadership believes it can be done. 
We are encouraged in this by the fact that 
£2,000 Video Editing Equipment Appeal 
launched last month was successful within 
three weeks of announcing it in last month’s 
Spearhead. Since that appeal too was launched 
by an article of mine, I'd like to take this 
Opportunity to thank those who gave so 
promptly and so generously. The BNP will 
begin to see the fruits of that quite soon, 
although we would still like to hear from 
someone with an S-VHS or Digital VCR. 
That’s the trouble with progress — every step 
forward brings another need and a fresh target! 

But there is no time to rest on our laurels. 
Even now, as the May council elections are 
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taking up all the mental and physical energy of 
officials and activists in many parts of the 


_ country, we’ve got to ask every reader to think 


about that £1,000-a-week target. To meet it in 
any one week is really not a problem, to meet 
it for two or three weeks isn’t too much to ask. 
But to raise £1,000 per week for a solid year is 
a real challenge! 

Until, that is, one breaks it down a bit. If you 
can’t afford to give £1,000 at least once in the - 
year ahead (and asignificant number of people 
do give that sort of amount, some more often 
than once a year, and many more could afford 
it if they stretched themselves just a little bit), 
then how about £1 per week? Let’s face it, 
everyone can afford that, it’s the price of a 
Sunday paper, or of a half of bitter. If 1,000 
people commit themselves to that, the target 
will be met automatically. Or think in terms of 
the party’s sixty or so active units. Some are 
big, some are small, but if each one raises an 
average of just £10 per week (that’s one video- 
or CD-evening a fortnight and a fund-raiser 
such as a car-boot sale or barbeque once every 
two months), then halfthe total required would 
be building up in local accounts without anyone 
disturbing a single hibernating moth! 


“Give early, give often!” 

So, you see, the £50,000 target may be 
ambitious, but it is perfectly realistic, if 
everybody finds a way to help — now! From 
next month onwards, Spearhead will be 
printing arunning total, made up of the amount 
raised through donations sent in centrally, 
plus the sums building up in key regional/ 
branch funds. Donations should be made 
payable to ‘British National Party’ and sentto: 
The Secretary, c/o P.O. Box 117, Welling, 
Kent, DA16 3DW. All donations will be 
acknowledged in a list printed in Spearhead, 
which will show the amount given next to the 
initials, and nearest large town to the donor’s 
home. If you would rather be anonymous, or 
have your name printed in full, please include 
a note to that effect with your donation. 

The choice of how to give is entirely yours, 
but the decision to give is another matter 
altogether. This Appeal is absolutely central 
to the BNP’s ability to launch the big 1998 
offensive, which willin turn set the party up 
as a potential mass movement for the 
opportunities of the new Millennium. 
Helping turn this vision into reality isn’t an 
optional extra; it isn’t a luxury or a hobby; 
it’s a duty whose burden falls on us all. 
Many others willcheerfully take their share 
of that burden, so don’t make them carry 
yours as well as we approach the hour of 
decision and the time of destiny! 


MORE THAN a thousand low-priced, 
hard-to-find ‘burned’ books and tapes 
from our new catalogue covering 
revisionist history, politics, health, 
religion. Big catalogue free but send a 
| dollar for S/H. Sons of Liberty Books, PO 
Box 449, Arabi, LA 70032 
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THE MONARCH: 


The needed national guardian, says 
Australian royalist NIGEL JACKSON 


While the media — particularly 
the Murdoch press — have been 
keen to talk about the pro- 
republican agitation in Australia, 
much less has been said about 
the strong support for the 
retention of links with the British 
Crown which still exists on the 
sub-continent. In order to help 
redress this balance, and to give 
our readers a chance to hear an 
articulate monarchist voice, we 
are pleased to publish this 
defence of the Monarchy by 
Australian teacher and author 
Nigel Jackson. 


A TITANIC struggle between monarchists 
and republicans is occurring in Australia. 
The majority of the delegates to the recent 
Constitutional Convention in Canberra, 
both those appointed by the Government 
and those elected by the people, were 
republicans. The left wing in Australia is 
solidly republican (though not so much 
-among the ordinary people, as opposed to 
politicians, media writers, intellectuals and 
church leaders). More and more coalition 
politicians are defecting to the republican 
cause, especially in the Liberal Party. The 
major newspapers take no further care to 
pretend to neutrality; their editorials are 
strongly republican and their coverage is 
strongly biased in favour of a republic. 

Yet many of us monarchists believe that 
the likely 1999 referendum on the issue can be 
defeated by tough-minded and persistent grass- 
roots opposition throughout the nation. We 
need three states to produce majorities tor a 
monarchy. 

Esteemed political analyst Malcolm 
Mackerras (amonarchist) points out in arecent 
circular from our largest monarchist lobby 
group, Australians for Constitutional 
Monarchy, that South Australia and Tasmania 
seem certain to vote to retain the monarchy, 
while there is strong likelihood that Queensland 
will and an outside chance that Victoria will. 
He points out that only 41per cent of electors 
expressed a preference between the Queen 
and a republic in the convention voting. 

Of that 41 per cent the republicans secured 
about 60 per cent of the votes, failing to win a 
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majority in only South Australia and Tasmania. 
There is, of course, very good reason to feel 
that a large number of the electors who did not 
bother to vote will opt for the status quo ina 
referendum, especially after observing the 
deep divisions between republicans at the 
convention. 

The main division is between those who 
want a proposed president elected by a two- 
thirds majority of federal parliamentary 
representatives (both houses) and those who 
want a popularly elected president. The 
Establishment clearly wants a head of state 
elected by its own vassals; the majority of 
ordinary republicans are naturally distrustful 
of this and want a head of state elected by 
popular vote. 

Since the Establishment is desperate to 
dislodge the monarchy, its representatives are 
busy bending a little to accommodate the 
popular will, probably reckoning on changing 
the mode of election of the president once the 
monarchy has been rejected; but, in the 
meantime, the electors have been shown the 
confusion, doubt, division and clash of 
competing ambitions that the introduction ofa 
republic will bring. That is likely to swing 
some voters to vote ‘no’ in the referendum. 

Some excellent monarchists attended the 
convention. One was Professor Geoffrey 
Blainey, the eminent historian whose academic 
career and reputation were savagely attacked 
after his famous 1984 speech in Warrnambool, 
Victoria, warning that the rate of Asian 
immigration was in excess of what the public 
felt able to tolerate. Others included 
representatives of the Australian Monarchist 
League (Dr David Mitchell from Tasmania, 
Ken Gifford QC from Victoria and Brigadier 
AIf Garland from New South Wales) and two 
distinguished Christian priests from South 
Australia (Bishop John Hepworth and Father 
John Fleming). 


Fighting priest 

Bishop Hepworth is a leader of the 
breakaway Anglican Catholic Church and has 
given anumber of fighting addresses in defence 
of the monarchy, showing great wit and 
forcefulness of character. Father Fleming 
deserted the Anglican Church too, after it 
voted to accept women priests. Other notable 
monarchists at the convention included 


president of the Victorian Returned 


Servicemen’s League, the nationally known 
and blunt-tongued Bruce Ruxton, Florence 


Bjelke-Petersen and Dr Glen Sheil, both 
coalition senators from Queensland, and 
former Victorian attorney-general, Vernon 
Wilcox. Very little of their speeches was 
reported in Melbourne newspapers, but various 
media scribblers and letter-writers have 
mocked and lampooned them. I hope that a 
collection of their views can be published 
somewhere in due course, for voters to study 
before the referendum. 

In the context of this struggle it is worth 
commenting on the article ‘As Above, So 
Below’ by Andrew Bower in the January 
Spearhead. While agreeing with some of his 
analysis, I think his piece fatally undervalues 
the role of the British monarchy as a uniting 
symbol and centre of the British people. This 
seems to be a tendency in many nationalist 
minds; but my reading of history suggests that 
long-term, over the centuries, monarchies give 
European nations a stability and internal peace 
that no nationalist regime, lacking a monarch, 
has achieved. 


Allegiance 

I believe that it is rank folly for any British 
nationalist to pull away from heartfelt 
allegiance to the British Throne. Rather, our 
task is to give strong moral support to the 
present monarch and her heir (who are largely 
“captives in the citadel” and thus in a most 
invidious position), while at the same time 
striving to wrest back from the Money Power 
control of our own nations, so that the Crown 
in the future really will be able to rule us (on 
a constitutional and not absolute basis). I do 
not favour the model of a monarch who is 
purely a figurehead; but the constitution should 
be so structured that intervention in the daily 
government by the monarch is minimised. The 
concept of reserve powers for a national 
emergency is a good one. 

It is hard to know whether the Royal Family 
were wise or not in opening themselves up to 
the gaze of the world through the press and 
television. They were destined to be attacked 
unjustly through these media, no matter what 
they did; for the effective owners of the major 
media (the Establishment) want a world 
government (democratic in name, but 
tyrannous in reality) in which the House of 
Windsor (and Christian monarchy generally) 
have no part. Jonathan Dimbleby addressed 
the matter well in his excellent biography of 
Prince Charles (The Prince of Wales, Little, 
Brown & Co, London, 1994):- 


“Although the dilemma posed was easier 
to state than to resolve, it would have to be 
addressed if the monarchy was to flourish 
amid the turmoil of the forces unleashed 
by the sixties revolution. The task was not 
merely to reconcile ‘mystery’ with 
‘popularity’, to remain remote and yet 
cosy; it was also to define the function of 
the monarchy (and the role of the Royal 
Family within it) and to clarify its purpose 
in a democracy of ‘meritocrats’ and 
egalitarians. This would require flair as 
well as intelligence; originality as well as 
a sense of history; curiosity about the 
nature of the tribe, its rituals and its icons, 
as well as an appreciation of the 
constitution; a knowledge of the media 
that went beyond the ‘photocall’; and a 
recognition that the immanence of the 
institution could not be sustained merely 
by the rules of precedence and the 
traditional rites of passage, though both of 
these still mattered. 


“It was not at all clear that the court at 
Buckingham Palace was blessed with such 
qualities.” 


In short there were great difficulties and it 
was not easy to foresee the best path forward. 
The Queen’s press secretary, William 
Heseltine, felt obliged by 1969 to take the 
risk:- 


“If it was a slippery slope, it was, so far as 
Heseltine could see, the only route 
available; otherwise the monarchy would 
either slide into unwonted obscurity, or 
find itself under growing assault by the 
disaffected, reviled for being aloof and 
indifferent. The endeavour to reshape the 
relationship between the Royal Family 
and the people in a fashion befitting the 
electronic age rested on three implicit 
assumptions: that the public would remain 
curious about the workaday official duties 
of the sovereign and her family; that the 
media would not intrude into their private 
lives; and therefore that those private lives- 
at least so far as the public was aware - 
would continue to represent the ‘family 
values’ which successive generations of 
the monarchy had so effectively cultivated 
All three assumptions were ill-founded.” 


It is purely an assertion of Mr Bower that the 
monarchy has been stripped of its mystique. 
The British Crown enjoys the inherited power 
of eleven hundred years’ history, rooted in one 
of the world’s great sacred traditions and 
enriched by profound symbolism, periodically 
displayed in rituals of the greatest beauty, 
dignity and profundity. It still stands 
impregnable against the combined malice of 
the politicians, the media scribblers, the 
intellectuals, artists and church leaders (many 
of them of very dubious quality in their own 
fields). 

In Britain, in Australia and in the other 
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dominions (Canada and New Zealand) the 
monarchy can only be overthrown ifthe people 
are fooled into voting it out. Irrespective of 
any “cult of Princess Diana” and of any mean- 
spirited attempts to use her tragic death to 
defame the Royal Family further, and especially 
Prince Charles, the recent funeral for the 
Princess of Wales was deeply moving and a 
fine blend of traditional ceremony and popular 
sentiment. The chivalry of the three chief 
males of the Royal Family (Prince Phillip, 
Prince Charles and Prince William) in walking 
behind the cortege in company of the brother 
of the deceased (as well as Prince Harry) was 
admirable. A spectacle such as that outdoes a 
thousand media attacks. It is precisely because 
the British Crown retains its mystery, its 
mystique, its splendour, that its enemies are 
desperately struggling to obliterate it. 

On the other hand Mr Bower is right to state 
that monarchy is about elitism and that the 


wy 


“ruling dynasty must act as though it is an 
elite.” Dimbleby’s analysis of Prince Charles 
in his biography makes it clear beyond doubt 
that the Prince of Wales is by nature a princely 
man, is by nature a man worthy to be at the 
head of the nation’s ruling e/ite. 

It is unfortunate, of course, that his choice 
of a marriage partner was a mistake. It is not 
merely unfortunate, but tragic, that he and 
Camilla Parker-Bowles did not join in marriage 
when he courted her at the age of twenty-three. 
He was too shy and reserved to pursue her 
vigorously enough — and in any case had no 
idea that she would be snapped up by another 
while he was on naval service. She, for her 
part, no doubt felt that the chance of being 
asked to be wife of the heir to the throne was 


too much of a long shot to wait for, with an 
exceedingly eligible and attractive suitor at 
her side. It is regrettable that the Prince 
committed adultery — just as it is regrettable 
that King Edward VIII abdicated in favour of 
marriage with a woman unsuited to be his 
consort. The misdemeanours of minor 
members of the Royal Family are of trivial 
importance, by comparison, for all the media 
blare about them. 

On the other hand, it is also regrettable that 
the laws, customs and public procedures of the 
British people do not make allowance for the 
needs of their rulers and rulers-to-be in a more 
magnanimous way. The profound Muslim 
metaphysical and philosophical writer Frithjof 
Schuon (whom some believe to be the pre- 
eminent intellect ofthe century) pointed out in 
his essay ‘The Problem of Sex’ in his book 
Esoterism as Way and Principle Perennial 
Books, UK) that the disasters that befell the 
English realm under King Henry VIII could 
have been averted if monarchs had been 
allowed to have several wives and not just one. 
Schuon, correctly as I believe, argued that 
Christianity made a grave error in applying a 
rigid and too narrow sexual ethic, appropriate 
for monasteries and some other initiatory 
groups, to humankind generally. 


Serious blemish 

Apart from this serious blemish, Prince 
Charles has a fine career record and noble 
character. He is one of the first members of the 
Royal Family in history to obtain a university 
degree (and it was awarded by prestigious 
Cambridge university); he was captain of his 
school; he is a qualified naval captain and 
pilot; he is a very competent polo player and 
skier; unlike his parents, he is well read in 
classic literature; he appreciates deeply the 
beauty of Nature and the joys of music and the 
arts; he has always been an extraordinarily 
kind person, modest and with a genuine wish 
to help the less fortunate; he has always been 
intuitive and religious and has been able to 
make the difficult voyage that leads to the 
appreciation of the sacred validity of other 
religious traditions while remaining devoted 
to his own. 

A part of the providential stature of this 
man, as Dimbleby’s Chapter 14 makes 
particularly clear, is his ability and willingness 
to confront the ossification of the Christian 
tradition which has occurred during past 
centuries. His public statement that he hoped 
to be ‘defender of faith’, rather than ‘defender 
of the Faith’, was a conscious and necessary 
expression of his position. Christians who 
doubt this should study John Davidson’s 
monumental 1,000-page book The Gospel of 
Jesus (Element Books, UK, 1995), which 
analyses the corruption of the message of 
Jesus that occurred during the development of 
the Church. . 

Dimbleby shows how Prince Charles has 
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developed into an important figure in the life 
of the British people today:- 


“In. both cases (a speech to the British 
Medical Association in 1982 and another 
to an organic food production conference 
in 1983), the Prince’s decision to take a 
stand had an immeasurable impact — first 
on the debate between the specialists, and 
later on public opinion, policy-makers and 
legislators. In both cases, more by chance 
than intent, he began not only to discover 
a purpose for himself but to redefine the 
role of the Prince of Wales, giving it a 
prominence in the constitutional hierarchy 
which surpassed that of any of his 
predecessors.” 


This has been a great achievement, and the 
Prince has shown strength of character in 
refusing to be cowed:- 


“It was by now (late 1985) clear to all that 
the Prince was not to be diverted from 
using the authority of his position to speak 
out across a range of public issues —to an 
extent that none of his predecessors had 
even contemplated and in a public arena 
that was ever more in thrall to the power of 
mass communications. In this resolve, he 
had set a disconcerting precedent for which 
there were no explicit guidelines in the 
commentaries on Britain’s unwritten 
constitution.” 


In 1992 the Australian media ignored the 
publication of The People’s Prince by Veritas 
Publishing Company (in Western Australia, 
but currently relocating in Victoria). This 
collection of nine addresses by the Prince has 


Fe 
Hee 


“Insufficiently prepared to challenge the 


politicians on the issue of Immigration,” or an 


active and willing collaborator? 
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an introduction by the former lieutenant- 
governor of South Australia, Sir Walter 
Crocker. Sir Walter was a distinguished 
Australian ambassador who later wrote 
scathingly of the UNO. The book is subtitled 
Discovering the Real Prince Charles. 
Evidently, powerful interests did not want the 
Australian people to do this! Itis also clear that 
some British nationalists need to do more 
homework on the topic before venturing into 
criticisms of the Prince. 

As these essays make very clear, Prince 
Charles is a deeply patriotic man who 
understands the importance of tradition in the 
life of the British people, whether those of 
Britain or Australia or elsewhere, and is capable 
of saying so in eloquent language of his own. 
In his 1991 Shakespeare Birthday Lecture he 
said:- | 


“For us all, roots are important: roots in 
our landscape and local communities, roots 
in our cultural and literary heritage, roots 
in our philosophical and spiritual traditions. 
If we lose touch with them, if we lose track 
of where we have come from, we deprive 
ourselves of a sense of value, a sense of 
security and, all too frequently, a sense of 
purpose and meaning.” 


He sees the preservation of our roots as 
essential for the maintenance of our national 
identities and the prosperity of our nations. 
His, most recent address in Swaziland in 
Southern Africa showed that he is well aware 
that love of tradition does not mean mindless 
resistance to all change; but he knows that for 
prudent nations change occurs organically, 
under the wise guidance of the elders of the 
tribe, both those living and those dead. 
More importantly, in the context of the 

present world crisis, the Prince has 
shown that he is no internationalist and 
that he is willing to take on politicians. 
He has, for example, stated correctly 
that international debt is one of the 
major obstacles to realistic strategies 
for conservation; and he defended 
French peasants against the threat to 
their way of life posed by economic 
rationalism. Prince Charles is exactly 
the kind of man the internationalists do 
not want on the thrones of Britain and 
Australia! Dimbleby’s biography makes 
abundantly clear that the Prince is an 
extraordinarily genuine man, which is 
why his speeches ring with emotional 
candour that moves people to action. 
Again, Mr Bower is right to defend 
the idea of the Crown as he does:- 


“And the one symbol more than 
any other which is readily 
identifiable with British power is 
the Monarchy: an ancient symbol 
of national stability and prestige 
To be respected by its subjects, the 
Monarchy, through unswerving 
devotion to duty, must be seen to 


be a defender of all that is in their best 
interests; a bulwark against all that may 
threaten the people of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; a 
reassuring symbol of strength — the elite 
referred to earlier.” 


But his claim that the Royal Family have 
failed in their duty is insufficiently supported 
by evidence. 

Mr Bower adds that real power “lies in a 
combination of being able to capture potentially 
huge public support, having the respect and 
authority to command the willing loyalty of 
key individuals, and, above all, possessing the 
necessary will to action.” 


Record of shame 

He may be right that the Queen has lacked 
will to action; and we can all agree that it is 
regrettable that she intervened in the dispute 
between the parliaments of the UK and 
Rhodesia, that she has agreed to the handing 
over of national sovereignty to the European 
Community, and that she spoke of the handing 
over of power to the A frican National Congress 
and Nelson Mandela as ‘ashining example’. It 
may well be that neither she nor Prince Charles 
has been sufficiently prepared to challenge the 
politicians and others on the issue of coloured 
immigration. 

Nevertheless, in general, Prince Charles 
has been offering significantly impressive 
leadership, again and again taking the right 
side in national controversies — a sign of a 
man of more than usually noble soul. 
Perhaps, God willing, he will be found to 
have “the gravitas to weld all the forces of 
organised nationalism behind him, as well 
as ideological sympathisers from 
Conservatism.” Talk about “an inevitable 
showdown with parliament” is a bit heady 
at this stage. No monarch could responsibly 
do that unless it was plain that national 
sentiment was strongly with him. It is the 
BNP’s job to do that in Britain. 


The author believes that Nationalists should 
constantly strive to defend the Crown and 
protect its dignity from assault by the enemy. 
Readers who agree with this assessment might 
be kind enough to write in support of the 
monarchy to these Australian papers:- 


The Editor, The Australian, GPO Box 4162, 
Sydney, New South Wales 2001, Australia. 
The Editor, The Age, 250 Spencer Street, 
Melbourne, Victoria 3000, Australia. 


| would appreciate copies of any such letters 
and will send the signatories copies of any 
letters actually published. My address is 15 
Wattle Avenue, Belgrave, Victoria 3160, 
Australia. 


CANDOUR. British views letter, founded in 1953 
by A.K. Chesterton to defend national sovereignty 
against the menace of international finance. 


Subscription: UK £15 per year; Overseas £20 
per year; USA $30 per year. Forest House, Liss 
Forest, Hants, GU33 7DD. 


Eye - 


witness 


EAST ENDERS SAY ‘ENOUGH 
IS ENOUGH’ — DAVE HILL reports 


READERS whose picture of life in the 
East End of London is influenced by 
events in Albert Square wouldn’t 


recognise what’s happening in Tower 


Hamlets today. Racial attacks by 
Asians on whites has grown so bad 
that even the traditionally multi- 
racialist East London Advertiser has 
been driven to honest reporting. The 
potentially deadly attack described in 
the cutting reproduced here has 
really set the cat among the pigeons. 

A local meeting was called by the 
police in an attempt to placate the 
white community, but this failed 
totally. The venue had to be changed 
at the last minute because so many 
people turned up. Out of nearly two 
hundred local residents who 
attended, the bulk supported the 
BNP. Their anger at the Asian 
violence and at the way the police 
had refused to take action to stop it 
is ready to spill over. 


Victims 

| spoke to dozens of people, 
including some Black youths, whose 
presence added a Surreal tinge to the 
occasion. They were not exactly 
supportive but neither were they 
openly hostile — in fact several 
shook my hand — because their. 
people too are sick of being the 
victims of Asian racial attacks. The 
blacks have accepted the nationalist 
presence on the Island now as a fact 
of life. This is a good indication of 
the public mood, as was the attitude 
of the police officers who hovered 
around me before wandering off 
reading British Nationalist. 

| talked at length with the father of 
the poor lad who was hacked with 
the machete. He, along with many 
others, asked that the BNP should 
attend a second public meeting 
shortly. The current councillors for 
the area were forced onto the 
defensive before creeping away into 
the night, insults ringing in their ears. 
‘Another good point was that | 
distributed almost 160 of the ‘Stop 
the Race Attacks’ issue of BN — free 


14-year-old boy’s finger left 
hanging off after knife attack 


FURY 
OVER 


A SHY teenager may lose the use of his fin- 
gers after one of them was left hanging off in 
a knife wielding mob. 


the vicious attack by 


- The action could have saved 14-yéar- 
Sammut’s his life because his finger cushioned the 
knife blow that cut his head open.” 

His mother, Gillian, said: "He put his hand up 


Paul 


and then they hit him with the knife it took his fin- 


ger off and went through his head. It's lucky he's 


still alive." 


But the family and friends of Paul are furious 
with the way the police handled the situation as 
_cops slapped Paul's father in handcuffs as he tried 
to get to his boy who was lying bleeding on the 


road after the attack. 


Paul was pounced upon as he walked two girls 


home on the Isle of Dogs last week. 


A gang of 20 youths came 
running after Paul and the two 
girls as they walked along East 
Ferry Road. 

Paul was slammed up 
against a wall and punched in 
the face while other thugs in 
the mob took off their belts . 
and whipped him with them. 
Then one of the mob attacked 
him with a heavy knife, aim- 
ing blows at his head. 


SKULL 


As the frightened teenager 
put up his hands to defend 
himself the knife cut through 
his index finger to the bone 
and into his skull. 

* Pail needed 20 stitches to 
the head wound and needed 
surgery on his finger. 


‘aul was known for being a 

| Gillian said: "That boy has 
never ever had a fight in his 
life. That's another shock to 
the people, because of the kind 


BY NIK [BY NIK O'FLYNN) 


of idhubia) he is." 

Both the girls, who were 
only 13, ran off to get help 
after one of them was threat- 
ened with a broken bottle held 
to her throat. 

Det Insp Ian Delbarre said: 
"The investigation is at a sen- 
Sitive stage and the communi-: 
ty will be made aware of the © 
result. 

—Paul was an innocent 
passer-by along with the 


Most of the gang of Asians 


ran off into a nearby Islamic .: 


centre after the attack. 


HANDCUFFS 


Paul's father rushed to be by 
his son's side but was slapped 
in handcuffs by police. Paul 
senior said: "] was losing my 
temper saying ‘what's hap- 
pened, who's done it.' 

"Four or five of them 


of charge, as we shouldn't be seen as 
trying to profit from such situations. 
A supporter on the Island has now 
offered to pay for 10,000 of the new 
‘Stop the Race Attacks’ leaflets for 


grabbed me, they've got my 
hands round my neck they 
threw me in a police car while 
fei CaP mM] Es still on the floor. But 
what did they expect me to do? 


was cut to pieces." 
SEALED OFF 


And tensions mounted as the 
gathering crowd of Islanders 
saw what was happening to the 
anguished father. 

Police sealed off the area ~ 
including the Islamic centre but 
the 300-strong crowd of 
Islanders were angered when 
the police emptied the centre 
without questioning any of 
them. 

But Det Insp Ian Delbarre, 
leading the investigation, said: 
"In any circumstances like this 
if we start arresting people in 


the club it might have inflamed 


people from either community 
at the time." 
He also defended the actions 


ERUPTS 
GANG'S 
SAVAGE 
ATTACK 


of officers dealing with 
Paul's dad. 

He said: "As soon as he 
calmed down he was 
released. He was under- 
standably upset but some- 
times you have to take dras- 
tic steps to calm people 
down but the issue was to 
stop the situation getting out 
of hand." 

Police are holding a meet- 
ing in the youth club today 
(Thursday) to talk to more 
of the witnesses. 

And Limehouse's 
Superintendent , 

Ron McPherson 
said: "We would 
appeal to anybody 
with information to 
contact us on 
0171-515 1212 or 
through 
Crimestoppers on 
0800 555 111 if 
you don't want to 
give your name." 


public response is really warm. 

It’s early days yet but, all of a 
sudden, Millwall ward looks winnable 
again. Once again, Tower Hamlets is 
the crucial place, and we face a 


distribution in Millwall and Bethnal 
Green. Large scale distribution of 
these has already begun, and the 


crucial time. The BNP must rise to the 
challenge to mobilise the activists we 
need to make a real impact. 


Page 19 


roles ay leak Fie Mis 6 Bh Ie 


THE HIDDEN AGENDA 


RICHARD MOLESWORTH asks what sort of people are 
behind multi-racialism, and calls for unity to defeat them 


THE THREAT to our open spaces in town 
and country by a massive programme of 
new building is not the sole reason why 
immigration must be stopped and reversed; 
but, contrary to the lies of the media, the 
British National Party does not hate anyone 
for being of a diferent race. Such tales are 
merely an attempt to prevent the public 
from examining seriously our policies — 
sound and potentially very popular ideas 
which those who wish to destroy us do not 
want the masses to know about. 

According to the liberals, it would be just 
fine if we hated our own race — as they seem 
to — while loving and respecting all other 
races. Ifany other species or race faces a threat 
of extinction, the liberal Establishment and all 
the trendy ‘conservationists’ all eagerly rush 
to its rescue. Large amounts of money and 
energy are expended in frantic attempts to 
preserve an endangered moth or reptile, but 
when the endangered species is the white race, 
they positively revel in the prospect of our 
extinction. . 


Our gifts to the whole world 

The perversion of the self-hate of white 
_ liberals is only emphasised by the fact that 
ours is the race which has given the world the 
electronic media by which they spread their 
ideas, as well as hospitals, bridges, roads, 
airports, ocean liners, railways and tele- 
communications systems — all things which 
no people in the world would now relish being 
without. The list ofour achievements is almost 
limitless, but still the liberals maintain that any 
attempt to save such a people from extinction 
is an evil act of ‘racism’, which must be 


suppressed by tyrannical race laws. 

But whatever they say, we do not hate those 
who belong to other races. In fact we maintain 
that they have as much right as we have to 
ensure the survival of their own. And, in our 
case at least, that survival is in doubt. A 
combination of a below-replacement level 
birthrate with the presence in our homelands 
of massive and growing numbers of members 
of other races poses a very real threat to the 
survival of our race and culture. That, in our 
view, provides the justification for the 
implementation of a humane programme of 
financially-assisted repatriation of those 
immigrants to their own ethnic homelands. 
We do not wish them any harm or hardship, 
we simply want to preserve our own identity, 
and to bring to an end the racial tensions and 
violence which, we are continually reminded, 
they have to endure in Britain. 


Why come here? 

This brings us to another aspect of the 
issue. If it is true that they suffer so much in 
‘racist’ Britain, why should they be so eager to 
stay here anyway? It seems odd, too, that 
those who come here claiming political asylum 
should justhappen to have chosen this country 
as their place of refuge as opposed to, say, 
Ghana, Nigeria, Somalia, Cuba or Israel. One 
can only conclude that — thanks to the 
generosity of the British taxpayer — whatever 
sufferings ‘asylum-seekers’ have to undergo 
at the hands of ‘racist’ Britain, the advantages 
of staying here outweigh those of seeking 
refuge anywhere else in the world! 

This is indeed remarkable, for there can be 
no doubt that ‘racism’ is a serious matter of 


concern to these people. When Paul Condon 
took over the Metropolitan Police, he stated 
that his top priority was to tackle ‘racism’. 
From such aremark we can only conclude that 
he regarded ‘racism’ as a menace which 
surpasses all other crimes, something more 
heinous than murder, rape, burglary, child 
molestation or drug-pushing. Given this official 
view, we cannot be accused of inventing or 
overstating the seriousness of this problem of 
‘racism’; we have it on the authority of the 
Establishment! 


Natural and inevitable 

This thing called ‘racism’ is not something 
we want, or seek to bring about. It is something 
that is absolutely predictable, since it has 
occurred everywhere in the world where multi- 
racialism has been introduced. And, as already 
noted, Establishment appointees such as Paul 
Condon are very much aware that it exists. 
The recent death of Enoch Powell caused 
several newspapers to comment that he had 
received 120,000 letters of support from the 
public following his 1968 speech against 
immigration. Since it is generally 
acknowledged that every letter received by a 
politician actually represents the views of 
another 600 people who did not bother to 
write, such an unprecedented figure was just 
one demonstration of the overwhelming 
opposition of ordinary Britons to continued 
immigration. 

But in spite of this awareness, every single 
government of Britain since the start of 
coloured immigration has deliberately — 
almost as if under the influence of religious 
fanaticism — persisted in allowing it to 


_ The new intake at 
Edge End High 
School, Nelson. 
White children are 
also a minority in 
the schools of 
Inner London. The 
face of our country 
is changing before 
our eyes, and only 
a strong nationalist 
movement can 
reverse the process 
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continue unabated, while failing'to warn new 
arrivals of the kind of racist hell-on-earth that 
awaits them here. Strange, very strange! By 
the liberals’ own tacit admission, multi- 
racialism is an experiment that has failed — 
whatever other interpretation can there be for 
the all-pervasive problem of ‘racism’? 

Stranger still is the way in which, in spite of 
all this, any discussion about putting this failed 
experiment into reverse is taboo! It has been 
made atopic which ordinary people are afraid 
even to discuss. 

Surely all this tells us that something very 
peculiar is going on? Doesn’t it tell us one 
thing with absolute certainty: that the motives 
behind turning Britain multi-racial were very 
different from what we are expected to believe? 
Snce it is impossible that these schemers — 
who have, after all, managed to impose their 
experiment on the rest ofus in the teeth of such 
hostility — are as stupid as they seem to be, 
they must be working to a hidden agenda. 

What is it? To those who have followed 
closely the development of multi-racialism in 
Britain, and who have avoided the hang-ups 
and taboos that beset those who have 
succumbed to decades of brainwashing, it is 
clear that the primary motive of the multi- 
racialists is the systematic genocide of the 
British sub-division of the white race, and the 
extinction of our nationhood. A glance at any 
TV set or a walk down almost any city street 
reveals that this programme is now well under 
way. 

Of course, multi-racialism is not the only 
weapon being used to fulfil this programme. 
Other methods include the economic and social 
war against the family, contraception, easily 
obtainable abortion, drug-pedalling, the 
demolition of our education system, the blatant 
promotion of homosexuality, Britain’s 
submergence in the EU, and many more. But 
danagerous though all these are, the most 
diabolical ofall is immigration and the process 
of gradual interbreeding that results from it. 


Who and why? 


Two questions are now inevitably posed: 

1) Who are the people who are engaged in 
engineering the our systematic genocide? 

2) What could be their motive? 

To venture a direct answer to the first question 
might take one into a minefield that has been 
armed with the legal deterrents of the Race 
Laws. These were intended from the very 
beginning to inhibit any too inquisitive 
questioning into this kind of topic. What the 
reader might perhaps do, without fear of 
persecution, is to undertake his/her own 
investigation. A good place to start is to research 
who, or what groups, are the most militant in 
promoting multi-racialism, and in opposing 
all those who campaign against it for our 
ethnic and cultural survival. 

On the second question, we might be on 


safer ground .in attempting a more specific 
answer. The motive is all to do with the pursuit 
of power. More specifically, we are seeing the 
attempted destruction of all who are seen as 
posing a threat to the drive to establish a One 
World Government, a system which, by its 
very nature, would be a tyranny of the super- 
rich. The steadily-expanding European Union 
is only a stepping stone towards that end; our 
present loss of sovereignty, as:a result of the 
membership which was foisted on us without 
a genuine electoral mandate, is just the 
beginning. 


Only the BNP 


The whole situation facing us was summed 
up in Spearhead before in words which I 
cannot better:- 


“It is a frightening fact that Britain’s entire 
survival and destiny rests upon the 
shoulders of the re.atively few idealists 
who make up the British National Party. 
For, in the limited time available to us, 
there is not the slightest prospect of any 
other nationalist organisation taking off 
-and winning if the BNP fails. It is all-or- 
nothing time. If Britain’s entire history, 
the culture, soul and blood of our people 
are not to perish for ever, then we must 
win. And only we'can win!” 


If this seems to be a gloomy outlook, 


gone? 


spent all in one go. 


British Establishment! 


be pleased to help. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 
columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle our 
magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead, clo PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case an 
SAE would be much appreciated. Thanks. 


Remember the BNP in your will! 


We wish all our readers a long life, but none of us can Stay on this earth for 
ever. Have you ever thought about how you can help the cause when you are 


The British National Party has benefitted immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in their wills. In most cases the money has 
been invested so as to guarantee the party a regular income, rather than being 


Why not become one of these benefactors yourself? Whatever you do, make 
sure you do not die intestate and so let your estate go to prop up the anti- 


It is natural that if you have a family you should wish to provide for them, 
but nevertheless you may well like to set aside something for the good cause as 
well. If, on the other hand, you have no next of kin, there is all the more 
reason for ensuring that the Cause gets something by which to remember you. 

If you require any advice on this matter, please ring or write in and we will 
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remember that the BNP’s central message is 
that all is not yet lost. Indeed, there is much 
cause for hope. The genocidalists are not yet 
all-powerful, and our fight — that of the 
British people — is not a battle that we are 
fighting entirely alone. In fact, there is a world- 
wide resurgence of nationalist organisations 
working for the survival of the white race. The 
BNP has its counterparts throughout Europe, 
and in North America and Australia; some of 
them have progressed a very long way towards 
taking state power in their own lands. These 
movements are not rivals but comrades-in- 
arms, and the success of one gives hope and 
inspiration to the others. In country after 
country, nationalism is marked out as the 
political and cultural wave of the future. 

In Britain, the only possible vehicle for 
nationalist victory is the BNP. That being the 
case,effort put into any other group is wasted 
effort. And when the very existence of our race 
and nation is at stake, any waste of nationalist 
resources is either selfish stupidity or treason. 

So to fellow British Nationalists not yet in 
our party, whether working in a rival group 
or sitting on the sidelines, we say: Join with 
us! There is so much to be done, but your 
help can make a real difference. Let’s fight, 
shoulder to shoulder, for the survival of all 
we hold dear — in the only organisation 
with a chance of winning: The British 
National Party! 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: | live in Newham and always attend 
BNP meetings in the area, although all too 
often | am the only female present. It 
would be nice to see more women 
attending meetings — there’s nothing to 
be afraid of! 

When | was a young woman in the 
1950s, | worked a great deal for the 
Labour Party. Like many others involved at 
the time, | had young children. | had five 
under the age of seven but, with other 
mothers, always went to meetings so that 
we could say what was best for our 
families. But then came the first of the 
immigrants and from then on things got 
worse. By the 1970s our country was 
going downhill fast, so | joined the NF. 
Now | give my support to the BNP and | 
always will, as this is the only way back. 

The younger generation must realise that 
female support is very important. Women 
can do so much to help our men, even 
more so as-the local council elections draw 
near. Maybe if we had a woman speaker 
sometimes it would encourage other ladies 
to get more involved. 

So | urge the BNP’s female supporters to 
get together and to show the men that we 
have backbone. Younger women in 
particular should realise how much they 
and their families have to lose if things 
carry on the way they are; so come along, 
and get involved! 

MRS. M. STONES 
Manor Park E12 


Editor's note: We too would very much like 
to see more women attending BNP 
meetings, and playing an active role in the 
party’s campaigns and organisation. 
Where they do not do so it is by their 
decision, not ours — we cannot force 
them! All we can say is that women have 
often played a very important part in the 
development of nationalist movements 
throughout Europe, and we believe that 
the BNP needs far more female input than 
it receives at present. Come on ladies, it's 
your future too! Help us to fight for it! 


SIR: With regards to the article about rural 
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Britain (‘Backs to the wall’ January 
Spearhead) how right you are in reporting 
how artifically cheap imorted food is 
strangling British agriculture. But be 
careful when you deal with BSE. This 
disease is not only a problem in Europe; 
evidence is now coming to light that BSE 
had already gained a substantial foothold 
in America before it was officially 
recognised in this country. Downer Cow 
Syndrome and Acetanaemia are both now 
believed to have been ‘cover’ for BSE. 
Official cover-ups are so common that | 
think you should be very wary of stating 
that the chances of contracting BSE are no 
greater than of winning the lottery. 

As for badgers destroying ground- 
nesting birds, don’t forget the impact of 
modern farming methods: the destruction 
of hedgerows and the creation of huge 
open expanses of farmland where 
combine harvesters and other machinery 
destroy any creatures in their path. Their 
role in spreading TB is also in doubt. 
Foxes too can do a great deal of good, 
particularly by helping to control rats, 
which carry a number of deadly diseases. 

Overall, though, you are right that the 
desperate situation which now faces our 
farmers has been getting worse for many 
years. Farmers, together with our 
fishermen, have been suffering for a 
considerable time, yet no-one before has 
ever taken up their troubles. You have 
been the first to write in such depth about 
the disastrous situation into which they 
have been plunged, through no fault of 
their own. 

PETER STAFFORD 
Ferndown, Durset 


SIR: | am a staunch reader of your 
outstanding magazine, and | thnik that 
your readers would like to know what is 
going on in Switzerland, where the 
Churches, particularly the official 
evangelic-reformed (Protestant) Church, 
have become instruments of subversion 
against the white Swiss folk and 
homeland. 

In 1994 the Swiss Federation of 
Evangelic Churches advocated the 
introduction of a new article into the Swiss 
penal code, outlawing ‘racism’ and 
historical revisionism. The same body also 
opposed the ‘Youth Without Drugs’ 
campaign whereby several rightist groups 
tried to stop governmental distribution of 
heroin to drug-addicts, and is working to 
make abortion more readily available. 

The Catholic Churches also try to induce 
the government to open our borders to so- 


called ‘refugees’ (mostly from Asia and 
Africa) and to abandon the preference 
given to Europe and North America in the 
field of recruiting foreign labour. But it is 
the Protestant Church which excells itself 
in its decadence. 

The Protestant Church of various 
German-speaking cantons is at present 
planning the introduction of a service for 
homosexual and lesbian couples. The 
pioneer of this disgusting scheme is the 
Rev. Klaus Baumlin, who gave benediction 
to a pair of queers in the Nydegg Church 
of Berne in 1995. Baumlin is married to a 
socialist MP. Although the Church says 
that this new ceremony is not a real nuptial 
rite, traditional mariage and the family — 
the basis of each race and nation — are 
thereby ridiculed. 

The aim of these machinations is quite 
evident: The demographic and biological 
weakening of the native, white population 
by means of abortion, homosexuality and 
drug-addiction, and its gradual 
replacement by African and Asian 
immigrants. 

Unlike in the French-speaking cantons, 
there is no separation between the Church 
and the State in the German-speaking 
parts of Switzerland. There, the Protestant 
clergy have more or less the same status 
as other civil servants, and are paid out of 
taxpayers’ money. Thus they do not have 
to worry about the way in which their 
churches are getting more and more 
empty, as their comfortable income is 
guaranteed in any case. 

The situation within the Catholic Church 
seems to be a little better; at least it does 
not (yet) intend to introduce ceremonies 
for homosexuals, or advocate abortion. 
However, certain one-world tendencies 
cannot be disregarded. The last time | 
drove up to the Great St. Bernhard 
mountain pass between Switzerland and 
Italy, in order to visit the kennels of those 
majestic dogs bred by the monks, the chap 
at the cash-desk was a young black man 
with an American baseball-cap! 

MAX MORF 
Geneva, Switzerland 


SIR: From time to time, items appear in 
the press informing us that ‘a quarter’ or ‘a 
third’ of Britons are ‘racists’. The fraction is 
always well below half. All this shows, 
however, is what proportion of the sample 
have the courage or honesty to say what 
they really think. How many times do we 
hear people say: “I’m not racist, but...."? 
M. F. INGRAMS 

Orpington, Kent 


BNP BOOK SERVICE (PHONE 0374 454893) 


PO Box 117, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DW 


AGRICOLA and GERMANIA~{Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 
AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 

...AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE (David 
Icke) £13.50. A very individual and controverial 
study of the global financial and political e/ite. 
1995. 474pp. 

ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (ed Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its peoplefrom 
the 4th to 11th century, 1982 rep. 1991, 272pp 
APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00 An updated 
version the 1963 account of this real "War crime" 
— the Allied terror bombing of an undefended 
city, packed with refugees fleeing from rape and 
murder at the hands of the Red Army. 1995, xiv, 
315pp. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 

BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 


(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo-’ 


Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans, 1952, this ed. 1991, 
256pp. 

BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 
BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 
BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. 
Subtitled ‘A history of four nations’ this is an 
outline of British history by an academic historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 

CALL IT CONSPIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
An updating of the classic None Dare Call It 
Conspiracy. Shows how socialism is a product of 
the wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous political consequences. Author is an 
American geopolitical analyst. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about 
the destruction of the white race by Asian 
immigrant invasion. Once on sale in ordinary 
bookshops, but now only available from the 
nationalist underground. 1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates largely to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into 
Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CASTLE OF LIES: Why Britain must get out of 
Europe (Christopher Booker and Richard North) 
£8.95. Devastating effects of European 
bureaucracy on our daily lifes and how the truth 
is covered up. 1996, xii, 244pp. 

CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths of the founders of Britain.First 
published early this century, reprinted 1994. 
457pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or 
newspapers. A welcome return to print. 1974, 
48pp. 

CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmley) 


Prices given in each case do not include postal 
charges, which-should be estimated by 
calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to order should first enquire. 
Minimum postage for UK orders is 5Op. 
Payment, in sterling only, should be enclosed 
with all orders. All cheques or postal orders 
should be made out to the "BNP Book 
Service" only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly if ‘BNP Book Service’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 

DA16 3DW. i. 
Please note this fact, which is of great 
importance: the books sold through the BNP 
Book Service are written by many different 
kinds of authors holding a number of different 
political viewpoints, very few of them being in 
any way connected with the British National 
Party. The party’s Book Service distributes 
these books because it is felt that they fill 
important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that 
all of what is printed in these books should 
necessarily be taken as representative of the 
policies of the British National Party. We 
reserve the right to differ with some of the 
authors on some parts of their writings. 


£20.00 A study of the Anglo-American 


relationship 1940-57 showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill's faith in US friendship. 
1995. xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s WW Il 
leaders. Believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it 
describes its central character as the man who 
ruined Britain and the British Empire in his insane 
vendetta against Germany. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in 
the footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s 
War in its demolition of the myth of Churchill as 
a great national leader. The author is less scathing 
in his treatment of his subject than is Irving, even 
stating that Churchill was a ‘great man’. 
Nevertheless, the book highlights our war 
Premier’s overweening personal ambition and is 
particularly critical of his failure to come to an 
agreement with Hitler after British forces had 
been defeated in Europe in 1940. A valuable new 
contribution to revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 
COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows 


Important 
intellectual 
broadside 
against the 
widespread 
but absurd 
superstition 
of human 
‘equality’ 


how liberalism and lack of political realism brought 
about Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, 
industrial and military fields. A classic work by a 
mainstream historian 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
CRYING WOLF: HATE CRIME HOAXES IN 
AMERICA (Laird Wilcox) £13.00. A survey of 
over 120 cases where "race attacks" have been 
fabricated for political or financial advantage, 
1994, 128, (20)pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the money power and 
its threat to the freedom of mankind. The author 
was a distinguished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep. 1992, 72pp. 
DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995,vii,126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with racial 
problems in America and not just simply the 
black-white situation. 2nd edition 1981, 613pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. Controversial view of the EU, arguing that 
itis fascist and corporatist in inspiration Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA andinternationalists 
such as Arnold Tynbee and Joseph Retinger. 
1996, 149pp. 

FABLE OF THE DUCKS AND THE HENS £5.00. A 
full colour cartoon story of how a hard-working 
society of gullible ducks is subverted and 
dispossessed by the crafty hens. A fable for all 
ages. 1996, 21pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “’...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War...the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.’ 1989, 732pp. 

* FORGED WAR CRIMES MALIGN THE GERMAN 
NATION (Udo Walendy) £6.66. A study of the 
photographic forgeries used to denigrate Germany. 
2nd ed. 1989, 80pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Community.1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed 
as an omnipotent global government, suppressing 
national identities and freedom. 1992 xvii, 350pp. 
HEREDITY & HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) £9.65. 
Cover race, eugenics and modern science. A 
scholarly but eminently readable criticism of 
egalitarianism by the holder of a Ph.D. in 
Anthropology. 1996. 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. Revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler's 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 
1991,VI, 857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies 
clinicalmethods to an investigation of the 
‘Holocaust’ and dissects a number of popular 
myths. 2nd ed. 1977, 315pp. 


(Contd. overleaf) 
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HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQUISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. Defends 
the rights of revisionists and exposes the lies of 
those seeking to suppress free enquiry on the 
subject. 1994, 179pp. 

IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) £35. 
Study of the life and thought of A.K. Chesterton, 
one of the major figures in British nationalism 
from the ‘30s to the ‘70s. Not a hymn of praise, 
but generally fair. 1996, xiii, 25Opp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author rejects Marx, 
Freud and other ‘culture distorters’ and demolishes 
the whole ideology of ‘liberalism.’ Originally 
published 1948, 625pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? (Prof. 
Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey of 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 
1983, 94pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by an 
heroic Israeli professor. This detailed examination 
of the deeply anti-Gentile teachings of much of 
Judaism is a real eye-opener. Buy it! 

LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. The 
disgraceful story of how the anti-Communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over for slaughter 
by the Soviets between 1944 and 1947. 
LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 
LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an 
American engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. 
Leuchter effectively testified that such installations 
could not have existed in German occupied Europe 
before or during 1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies 
and crimes of the Searchlight ‘mole’ Ray Hill and 
a demolition of his ridiculous book The Other Face 
of Terror. 1994, 128pp. 

MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. A distinguished architectural historian 
examines the flaws in our financial and banking 
system and offers a remedy based on the ideas of 
C.H. Douglas. 1983, 140pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. Astudy of the political power and ambitions 
of America’s and the world’s financial capitalists 
and of their link-up with communism. 1970, 
144pp. 

NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£8.00. An outline of the secret history of the 
events leading up to the Second World War, 
including information on previous upheavals. The 
author had the honour of being imprisoned without 
trial for four years during World War Il, despite his 
status as a member of parliament. Originally 
published 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions 
in anumber of areas, showing that they are based 
not on hate or bigotry but on natural, universal 
tendencies. 1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972,288pp. 

* NOT GUILTY AT NUREMBERG: THE GERMAN 
DEFENCE CASE (Carlos Porter) £3.00. Re- 
examination of the evidence presented at the 
Nuremberg Tribunal showing clearly the 
unsatisfactory nature of the proceedings. 2nd ed. 
1998, 48pp. 

NUREMBERG: THE LAST BATTLE (David Irving) 
£20.00 An exposure of the hypocrisy and 
criminality of the Nuremberg war-crimes trials. 
Uses unpublished diaries and documents. 377pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
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One of the 
giants of 
twentieth 
century 
English 
literature 
turns his 
attention to 
a blue-print 
for a healthy 
and stable 
society. 


political power and the elements which wield it in 
the present century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, 
a professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. A specialist book, but one of great 
importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an 
essential element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 rep 1983, vi, 
273pp. 

RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS (W.C. 
George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egalitarian 
dogma is flawed despite the influential forces 
promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 

RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of The Leopard's Spots, 
The klansman and The Traitor, three great novels 
dealing with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American 
South after the Civil War as seen from the 
Southern Whites’ point of view. Dixon’s novels 
inspired the epic D.W. Griffith film Birth of a 
Nation, the race mixers’ least favourite picture. 
1902-1907, rep. 1994, xx, 550pp. 
RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hilaire 
Belloc). £3.50. Reprint of the 1936 classic. 
Trenchant criticism of both capitalism and 
communism. 1984, 78pp. 

ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £17.50. A former official of the 
European Commission exposes the lies and deceit 
involved in the establishment of the ERM and the 
dangers involved in European monetary union 
and European federalism.1995, xviii, 427pp. 
SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron) £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, 
self-styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of 
Searchlight magazine. 1993, 36pp. 2 copies left. 
SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A 
standard authority on the secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity in the 
200 years up to the 1920s. Rep. 1994, 419pp. 


SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION ULSTER 
MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) £5.99. The 
author’s solution of self-determination for Ulster 
under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement 


to which the province has been subjected by 
direct rule. 1992, 192pp. 

SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values 
and tradition with important sections on the 
relations between Moslems and host societies 
and Islam and Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 
SPEARHEAD BINDER £7.60. Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. Keep your valuable 
collection of back-numbers in perfect condition 
and ready for handy reference. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 
SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Socia/ Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival and offering solutions to the 
problem of inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost benefit anyalysis of the 
UK's membership of the EU and a description of 
the various alternatives to membership. 1996, 
111pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich 
Nietzsche) £6.99. The doctrine of racial progress 
and the development of the Superman. This ed. 
1969, 343pp 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong), £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origin of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. 
Enigmatic businessman defends the concept of 
the nation state and points out the perils of free 
trade, particularly from the far East. 1994, 216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson & 
Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action 
of the Government in signing the Treaty of 
Maastricht. 1994 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £4.40. 
Describes the effects of the ‘winds of change’ in 
Africa and the agencies responsible for the plight 
of that continent today. 3rd ed., 1995,xv,92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 7he 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 

VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The 
links between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel 
prize-winner in chemistry, points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 320pp. 


WITNESS TO HISTORY (Michael Walsh) £3.50. 
Large 64-page magazine format. Stunning 
compilation of quotes, mainly from Allied sources, 
which gives a very different view of WW2. 1996. 
ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. Lilienthal) 
£19.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. A real eye-opener from an author who 
can’t be smeared ‘anti-semitic’ by the enemies of 
the truth! 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of 20th century 
history, covering such events as the Bolshevik 
Revolution, the origins of WW2, the, creation of 
Israel and the relationship between communism 
and capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the 
United States of the Jewish Defence League. 
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PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


A New Way Forward 
A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 83p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the 1992 election. 
Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way Forward 
(above) but with different title, cover design and 
introduction. 83p post-free. 


Where We Stand 
An abridged statement of BNP ~policies. Standard 
information brochure sent to enquirers. 33p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case against 
the EC and in particular against the Maastricht Treaty. 
Produced by BNP Devon Branch in collaboration with 
party headquarters. 64p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of mass 
brainwashing. The booklet comprises the text of an 
official complaint by the party to the Broadcasting 
Complaints Commission. 56p post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction course 
in all the essential techniques needed in promoting and 
building the British National Party at local branch level, 
starting from scratch when the activist is entirely alone. 
This booklet is a mine of information that all activists, 
old and new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for 
everyone who wants to be more than just an armchair 
nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and runs to 71 
pages. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a handbook on propaganda 
designed to supplement the Activists’ Handbook. 
Illustrated, Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 


Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) Speaking . 


from the platform and presentation of Party meetings. 
Special attention is also given to dealing with enemy 
smears — valuable for this alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BADGES & MERCHANDISE 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.60 post-free. 

Union Jack lapel badges 

£1.60 each post-free. £1.38 each post-free for 10 or 
more. Wear and sell anywhere. 


VITAL ! 

Britain Reborn is 
the British National 
Party’s 1997 
general election 
manifesto. In 64 
large pages, it 
examines all the 
problems facing 
our country today, 
and sets out the 
BNP policies which 
will meet the challenges ahead. 
Essential reading! Price £3.55 incl. p&p. 
Don’t miss it — order today! 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £3.86 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 
BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.60 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


NEW....NEW....NEW....NEW 


‘STOP THE RACE ATTACKS’ leaflet. 
Powerful single-sided leaflet 
condemning the growing problem 
of racial attacks by Asian gangs 
£5 per 


against innocent whites. 
1,000 plus £5.15 p&p, or just £5.80 
postage for 2,000. 

Get to work now to demand Civil 
Rights for Whites! 


Striking two-sided leaflet. Red, white and blue colour 
scheme lends visual impact to an excellent leaflet. All the 
best slogans are used including ‘Rebuild Britain Now’! 
which features sections on ‘Health and Welfare’, ‘A 
Decent Education’, ‘Say No to Europe’! and ‘Rebuild 
Our Industry’. Other slogans used include ‘Time For A 
New Party’; ‘Join Us’! and ‘Make Britain Safe’! which 
focuses on crime-ridden Britain and identifies our 
solutions, including the rebuilding of a sense of national 
community — possible only in an all-white Britain! This 
is the fourth ‘Spearhead’ leaflet that the party used in the 
run up to the General Election and is just as useful now 
as it was under the Tories. £9.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £5.15 for 1,000 and £5.80for 2,000. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed for 
general recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of 
best known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of 
the fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in 
fishing areas. 

Hang Child Murderers! Calls for the death penalty for 
the killing of little children — especially topical following 
cases such as the murder of little Daniel Handley by 
homosexual perverts. 


Anti-Tory leaflet. Aimed especially at disillusioned 
Tory voters and activists, explaining why their party lost 
the election and must now be abandoned.To be followed 
by an anti-Labour equivalent as soon as Blair’s electoral 
honeymoon is over! 


These leaflets cost £5.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £5.15 for 1,000 and £5.80 for 2,000. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruitment. 
These are first class propaganda weapons, use them 
to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally January ’97. Video of the postponed 1996 BNP 
Annual Rally, held in London on January 25th 1997. 
Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, Nick Griffin, Richard 
Edmonds, John Tyndall and overseas guest Jose Ramos. 


Rally ’95. Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged in 
London on November 11th 1995. Hear and see speeches 
by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas Andersson, 
Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and John Tyndall. 
Video of Rally ’95 costs £15.83 including p&p. 


Rally ’94. Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged near 
London on November Sth 1994. Speeches by David 
Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther Deckhert, Claude 
Cornilleau, Michael Newland and John Tyndall. 


Rally 93. Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged just 
outside London on November 6th 1993. Hear and see 
speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, Kirk Lyons, 
Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rally ’87, Rally ’89, Rally ’90, Rally ’91 and 
Rally ’92 are also available. All feature a wide range of 
speakers, including John Tyndall, Richard Edmonds and 
David Bruce, plus some excellent contributions from 
local BNP officials and guest speakers. 


Videos of Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £13.05 incl. 
p&p. Allare ideal to show to family or friends, or for 
use at local BNP meetings if a main speaker is not 
available. Use them to help speed up the political 
education of new recruits, or to inspire ‘old hands’ to 
that vital bit of extra effort. TV is a powerful weapon 
— use it to help build the BNP! 


RALLY ‘97 


Video recording of the 
British National Party Annual 
Rally, November 22nd 1997 


Hear:- 
NICK GRIFFIN 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 
& OTHERS 


BNP Recordings, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


The BNP’s Rally November ‘97. Second BNP rally 
in the year, notable for excellent regional reports 
as well as the contributions from the usual main 
speakers. Rally ‘97 costs just £15. 83 incl. p&p. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


Rally ’95. Tape-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged in London on November 1 1th 1995. Hear speeches 
by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas Andersson, 
Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and John Tyndall. 
£6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by John 
Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new century. An 
exposition of the main BNP policies; Time for action! A 
summons to the lazy and the apathetic to stir themselves 
and get involved! £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White Race 
patriots. Truth At Last is not a BNP publication but the 
topics are most enlightening covered as they are with 
total freedom of speech and frankness. Send £5 note for 
trial 6 month subscription. Obtainable from: Truth At 
Last, PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL VANGUARD 


Serious and thoughtful magazine produced by Dr. William 
L. Pierce of the National Alliance but of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears irregularly. Send 
US$5.50 for sample. 6 issue subscription: air mail 
US$30; surface mail US$18. Remit in US currency 
only. PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA. 


Page 25 


BNP Action 


LIVEWIRES IN COVENTRY! 


COVENTRY BNP continue to show many much larger 
and more established units the way forward. Just too 
late for our last issue came excellent reports of two 
separate Days of Action set up by Coventry Organiser 
Mark Mathews. The first was in Bedworth on 24th 
January, while the second came the following weekend, 
when his team of activists spent a day in Rugby. 

In just over two hours in the centre of Bedworth, the 
eight-strong BNP team sold 22 copies of British 
Nationalist and handed out more than 800 leaflets. Many 
of the latter were localised ‘Buy British Beef’ leaflets, 
which went down very well with shoppers. Also very 
popular were four hardboard placards with the slogans 
‘Buy British Beef’ and ‘Support British Farmers’. The 
couple of negative responses were easily outweighed by 
a heartening number of ‘thumbs up’ and people stopping 
to find out more about the party. 

The activists also spent some time talking with 

-members of a group out building support for a campaign 
against a plan to build 1,500 houses on local green belt 
land. 


RUGBY 


This famous Warwickshire town was visited on 31st 
January by seven Coventry activists, plus West Midlands 
Regional Organiser Keith Axon. Seven copies of British 
Nationalist were sold, and around 700 leaflets handed 
out. Once again, several passers-by gave us their 
support, saying that it was about time that someone 
stood up for the interests of Britain. 
One gentleman and his teenage daughter, who had 
already bought a BN, came back and asked for a handful 
of the 'Beef' leaflets. The girl told us that they both 
work in the butchery department of a local supermarket, 
. and that she would put them on the counter. 
A BNP member from Leicestershire who has a 


Coventry activists explain party policies to sympathetic members business in Rugby introduced himself, bought a paper 
of the public in the shadow of Rugby’s well-known clock tower . 


BUILD THE BNP 
READ AND SELL 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


“Don’t miss your monthly copy of Spearhead — Britain’s premier nationalist magazine. 


Becoming a subscriber guarantees that you'll keep your collection up to date with regular The monthly official BNP newspaper. 
copies ‘hot off the press.’ Andincome from subscriptions helps to maintain Spearhead 's long Eight big pages packed with news and 
record of frank and fearless comment on the state of Britain and the world. So subscribe facts the controlled mass media don’t 
today! want you to get to know about. 
DRIAL, hte RIE BOG PAA. LOIN IS LIi ccccsnescvcnedesbosdectdecdedecTeadesdeTestcsccccetddvescecsans The front page of the new issue deals with 
ADDRESS PYYTTITITITTLTL TTT Ti iTiiiirirrrirrirrreerirrrrrrrreei iii irrrieereerirrrrrrrrreerirr rere the corruption rife in both Labour and 
inneneentindexsdcenesiees dsmcdieabeiedeietch iia eiaabaiancvetiipetapotgraruglbast panel sere tatpeas sanaaeselatraraieereren Tory parties. Stories inside include more 
The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable): vs the scandal of police mnACHON Over 
British Isles: 22.500 Ears res mail: £24.60 oO Unsealed air mail Europe: Asian-on-white racist attacks, and the 
£25.66 C) Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £32.30 O Unsealed air photo from a Belgian newspaper which 
mail Australasia, Far East: £33.90 O proves that the Daily Telegraph forges 
PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If remittance is in photos to avoid mentioning the BNP. 


th rrency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required with cheques and money orders and | : ° 
£2 $0 with banknotes. ‘ f British Nationalist — 
Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- . tant 
10-19 copies: £1.10 each; 20-49 copies: £1.00 each; 50-99 copies: 83p each; 100-199 copies: 69p the Voice of Britain! 
mcrote oh = 60p each; 500 copies or over: 55p each (For advice on postal rates please For sample copy, botk atetad 
All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to PO Box 117, subscription details, send 3 first class 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for Spearhead’ in a remittance which stamps or 2 IRCs to British Nationalist, 
includes payment for other items. PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
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and gave a donation of £20. Just 
after he left, one of the large number 
of farmers in town that morning told 
the activists that he had been to a 
Young Farmers meeting recently and 
spoken of his support for "someone 
like the BNP." 

At one stage the activists were 
approached by the local police. After 
talking to Keith Axon and another 
member for about half-an-hour they 
decided to check whether the leaflets 
and papers being handed out were 
legal. A sergeant was therefore called 
out to have a read. He quickly 
confirmed that everything was quite 
legitimate and they left us to it, 
taking a copy of BN back to the 
station with them! 

The following day, all the team met 
up again for the unit’s monthly 
meeting. A total of 29 people heard a 
speech by Keith Axon. The collection, 
literature sales and raffle combined 
brought in £122. 


CENTRAL LONDON 


READERS who own copies of the 
videos of the BNP’s 1993 and 1994 
annual rallies will be familiar with 
Guenter Deckert, leader of the 
German National Democratic Party. 
Many will also know that Herr 
Deckert has been in prison for nearly 
two years for the ‘crime’ of 
‘enthusiastically’ translating a speech 
by American engineer Fred Leuchter 
to a revisionist meeting in Germany. 

Herr Deckert has just heard that 
his prison sentence may be extended, 
but he assures his friends and 
supporters that this latest ploy by the 
undemocratic ruling powers in 
Germany will not break his spirit. This 
courageous man is a trained English 
teacher and is happy to correspond 
with supporters in the English- 
speaking world, but those wanting a 
reply should enclose two International 
Reply Coupons when writing to: Herr 
Guenter Deckert, Schoenbornstr. 32/ 
J.V.A., 76646, Bruchsal, Germany. 

On hearing of the latest threat to 
extend the sentence, a small group of 
BNP members held a ‘Free Deckert’ 
demonstration outside the German 
Embassy in London. 


SOUTH WALES 


AN EIGHT-STRONG team led by the 
ever-enthusiastic Terry Cavill, held a 
Day of Action in the Swansea area 
on 7th February. Armed with a 
specially-produced Jeaflet (above, 
right) denouncing the local council 
plan to house hundreds of refugees 


“surprising was the amount of pro- 


BNP Action 


MONSERRAT REFUGEES? 
WHAT ABOUT LOCAL PEOPLE? 


| THE PLAN to give hundreds of homes in Swansea and Port Talbot to many of the 
4,000 West Indian refugees due ta arrive from Monserrat in the next few months 
has got to be the craziest council scheme ever! 


First, there's the fact that literally thousands of local people are either homeless or living 
in run-down houses and flats which the council hasn't touched for years. Then there's the 
impact that the arrival of another wave of immigrants would have on school, health and social 
service resources, not to mention unemployment figures. How can the same council 
which is imposing vicious cuts on essential services even consider letting these 
people come here? 


A walk around the city centre on any cold night will reveal a shocking number of our own 
people — including vulnerable teenagers — sleeping rough because they are homeless. 
Since there are more than 500 empty council houses in the area, and scores of 
building workers, electricians and decorators on the dole, the council should be 
launching a drive to get them back in work fixing up houses for the local homeless, 
not worrying about housing foreigners. As for the Government's bribe of £1,500 per 
family, if ‘Tory’ Blair & Co. have got cash to spend in Swansea, let’s have it for our own 
people. After all, it’s our taxes in the first place! 


Even if there were plenty of money to go round, it still wouldn't make sense to bring these 
people to South Wales. They've been living off hand-outs ever since a volcanowrecked their | 
island. With nothing to do and with many families split up, the majority of their young people . 
have turned to drink, drugs andcrime. The last thing we — or they — needis to have ‘clusters’ | 
of them (that’s the plan of housing director Arnold Phillips) dumped in Swansea. Estates 
like Blaenymaes, Townhill and Bonymaen have got enough problems already. | 


Of course, everyone feels sorry for them and wants to help. But it won’t be doing 
anyone any favours to drag them from a tropical island half-way round the world 
to an area of high unemployment and low wages. South Wales just doesn’t have 
any vacancies for banana-growers! They should be found new homes on another 
Caribbean island, where they'll feel at home and fit in. 


Say ‘no’ to the Monserrat plan! Call the council today to tell them 
that you want them to put /ocal people first. Then ‘phone to find 
out more about the BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY, the only 
organisation with the guts to say what everybody thinks: 
“CHARITY BEGINS AT HOME.” Call us today on 0700 900 2671 
(0700 900 BNP1) or write to: PO Box 683, Cardiff, CF2:3XJ. 


from the West Indian island of 
Monserrat, the BNP activists started 
the day in Port Talbot. Guided by a 
recently re-activated local member, 
they leafleted the mixed houses and 
blocks of flats of the Sandfields 
estate. From there, the team went on 
to give out leaflets in Swansea itself, 
as well as Llanelli and Neath. 

In perhaps the biggest single day’s 
BNP leaflet-drop ever in South Wales, 
the BNP activists distributed more 
than 4,000 leaflets. The whole 
activity was completely peaceful, 
without a single hostile reaction from 
some of the traditionally most left- 
wing parts of the country. Even more 


Red, white and blue BNP Rosettes. 
Now available for candidates and 
party workers in the May council 
elections. Full details in February 
British Nationalist, or ‘phone Colin 
Smith on 0374 454893. 


BNP MUGS. Back in stock again. White 
ceramic mugs with the official logo from 
British Nationalist (Union Jack flag with 
BNP roundel overlapping). Printed in 
red, white and blue. £3.80 each or £3.30 
each if ordering more than one. For bulk 


prices or other queries please telephone 
01268 491255. Allprices include p&p. 
Please make cheques/POs payable to 
‘BNP Southern Region’ and send to; The 
Secretary, P.O. Box 5847, Basildon, 
Essex, SS15 SBF 


white grafitti on walls in these 
neglected estates, which look like 
being fertile ground for the BNP. 
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AWAKENING 
OF THE WILL 


IAN BUCKLEY compares the views 
of A.K. Chesterton (left) and the 
Observer’s Will Hutton (right) 


“IF THE Bilderberg conferences reach no conclusions and recommend no policies, it is because the 
conclusions have already been reached and the policies determined, so that the delegates assemble | 
to be told what the form is. They do not need to be given their orders. Once the form is declared 
they know well enough what is expected of them.” 

— Arthur Keith Chesterton, The New Unhappy Lords, 1965 


A. K. Chesterton, one of the great figures of British nationalism, was generally derided as an 
‘extremist’ and a prophet of doom. But today, his words are echoed in the national press:- 


° 


“Every year in the last week of January there is an extraordinary tribal gathering in the Swiss Alps” 
of the high priests of globalisation. They have their own thought system, shared rituals and even 
‘their own dress code — complete with large Armani spectacles. Davos has become a temple to the 
verities of free markets, inward investment, democracy and privatisation, peopled by men and 

women in very expensive sults. : 


“Along with the Trilateral Commission and the Bilderberg Conference, this is one of the key 
meetings of the year. No policy is made here; it is all talk, some of it banal and platitudinous. But 
the consensus established is the backdrop against which policy is made worldwide. If there is to be 
any regime change worldwide — whether on the sustainability and necessity of the welfare state or 
the need to act over destabalising capital flows — it will only emerge if meetings like this accept 
that such issues are on the agenda and have powerful backers.” 

— Will Hutton, The Observer, 1st February, 1998 


Britain would be an incomparably stronger, healthier and better place if we had acted on 
Chesterton’s warnings at the time. Everyone now knows in their heart that the present system is 
utterly nauseating; it is finally turning in upon itself, like a snake poisoned by its own fangs. 

From transvestites and drug-addicts being feted at No. 10, to surreptitious and ruthless 
campaigns to strip sick pensioners of benefits, to bombs and rockets in the Persian Gulf; it’s all 
symptomatic of a dying Old Order, of a system that is losing its grip. 

The longer we hesitate before organising to rebuild a new society, the worse conditions will 
become. So before time runs out, take the first small step towards a better future for yourself and 
your children. Join the 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


For more information on our vision for 


tomorrow, send 50p, or a larger donation, to:- 0G sococccsccké sconsciere ices daca ral 
The Secretary 

c/o P.O. Box 117, POG ol idvenscncncgipacahiseamienpntiien 
WELLING , 

KENT DA16 3DW SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSeesesese Seeeeseeeeease 
© 0374-454893 
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